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Where positions on domestic and global policy become interrelated across multiple actors, 
issues become rather complex. Public understanding of transboundary issues may be viewed 
under media representation. Climate change policy is one such issue, whose complexity may 
encourage representational and interpretative perspectives across multiple media sources.  
For a contested issue like climate change, examining frames as a result of alternative media 
source practice may be an area where media alternativeness is manifested. Alternative climate 
change reporting may provide a normative counterpoint to constructing the issue, as compared 
to mainstream climate information sources. Few studies to date explore normative aspects of 
human-environment interaction from various countries and stakeholders. 
Media source alternativeness in the context of global climate politics is proposed to arise due 
to contentious geo-politics and stakeholder relations. This contextual alternativeness would 
likely define the media sources’ alternativeness, and enable detection of alternative framing in 
its content.  Framing efforts promote particular discourses that define and construct the issue; 
hence alternative framing is what ultimately holds the alternativeness of discourses behind 
news reporting. This research explores potential association between alternativeness of the 
media sources (contextually based on online media producers’ country affiliation and 
stakeholder affiliation), and alternativeness in framing climate change impact and risk, ethics 
and policy elements in constructing the issue’s discourse. Results from content and discourse 
analyses indicate alternative geopolitics seems a compelling context for alternative framing.  
Documentation of an alternative policy discourse regarding a post-Kyoto Protocol framework 
may have emerged in this research, particularly reformist and radical “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse that supports rights-based intergenerational equity to avert 
climate risks from within activist blogs and the online Philippine newspaper. A ‘human’ face 
and long-term perspective to climate change may have been de-emphasized within U.S. 
mainstream online news reporting compared to mainstream online news reporting.                 iii 
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CHAPTER 1 Introduction 
!
The role of knowledge and power-application to shape dominant interpretations of an issue 
are interrelated with policy formulation (Ramanzanglo, 1993 as cited in Backstrand & 
Lovbrand, 2007). In this manner, actors’ social shaping of the phenomena’s domains may 
deliberately privilege particular ways of understanding over others, such that narrative about 
perceived reality is demonstrated as definitive, leaving alternative constructions by less 
powerful actors on the fringe (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007).  
Media framing efforts by media producers promote particular discourses that define and 
construct an issue (Entman, 1993), which has led to consideration of framing as a form of 
secondary agenda-setting by dominant actors (Entman, 2007). The frame packages within 
prevailing discourses located within dominant media promote a certain definition and 
interpretation of an issue’s causes, while highlighting evaluation of consequences and 
particular recommendations on how to resolve the issue (Entman, 1993, 2004, 2007).  The 
study identified issue frames as building blocks of discourse to be focused broadly on 
representing issue impact and risk, ethics and policy elements from framing literature 
(Entman, 1993; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 2009; Nisbet, 
2009). Although overarching discourses and legitimated norms promoted by privileged actors 
in policy issues are dominant, this dominance is relational and contextual; at any given point 
in time and place, their salience is challenged by dynamic alternative voices possibly 
competing for prominence (Cass & Pettenger, 2007).  
Alternative ideas that have become ‘unsayable’ (Mills, 1997, p. 12) or even ‘unintelligible’ 
(Barnes and Duncan, 1992, p. 8) and actively silenced within particular social contexts, places 
and spaces, can also be exposed through examining discourse as a result of the media source’s 
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framing efforts. Such work to understand the media framing packages within a range of issue 
discourse is important, as it reveals the success of different interest groups in normalizing and 
disciplining particular dominant perspectives and storylines within communities, as well as 
how such ideas are reproduced and resisted by alternative media practices (Atton, 2004; 
Kenix, 2008a).  
For a contested issue like climate change, examining media content frames as a result of 
alternative contexts and practices by media producers is proposed as a fundamental area 
where media alternativeness is manifested (Boykoff & Roberts, 2007; Carvalho, 2005; Kenix, 
2008b). As a key component to conceptualizing alternative media coverage for the 
abovementioned issue, alternative framing of media content can provide a normative 
counterpoint to constructing the issue, and broadly, an indication of resistive discourse in 
opposition to mainstream climate information sources. This research project complements 
existing studies in the literature, which document media alternativeness mainly manifested in 
media practice than that of the building blocks of media content (Atton, 2001). 
To understand the conceptual levers that bring rise to alternativeness in media, an empirical 
association between the act of framing by alternative media sources, and the resultant frames 
within alternative media content becomes useful. Specifically, the research explores the 
manner that media source alternativeness is associated fundamentally with alternative visions 
of the issue, which forms the core content that resists dominant representation by prominent 
producers (Bailey, Camaerts & Carpentier, 2008). It further seeks to understand the nature of 
salient alternative contexts of these media sources, as it connects to alternative framing, and 
therefore pinpoint the emergence of alternative discourses in media reporting for a particular 
issue and point in time.  
This research proposes that media source alternativeness is fundamentally associated with its 
media content’s alternative issue construction. Specifically, alternative portrayals of the issue 
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within media content arise from the interplay of alternative media framing and ultimately 
alternative discourse. Such alternative discourse by alternative media sources essentially 
challenge the definitive perspective on the issue put forth by dominant media producers 
(Atton, 2002; Bailey, Camaerts & Carpentier, 2008).  
Therefore, this research proposes opportunity to re-conceptualize alternative media and 
systematically examine how the alternativeness of media sources’ context can be connected 
with the media content alternativeness, as a necessary component to ascertain media 
alternativeness. Through a holistic relational framing analysis, divergent mainstream and 
alternative issue-specific material contexts are connected to resulting dominant and peripheral 
issue framing and discourse in media content.  
Within the specific case issue of climate change policy, relevant media source context such as 
affiliation to oppositional geopolitics and differing stakeholder roles are divisive conceptual 
levers associated to the alternativeness in media framing and discourse. Media source 
affiliation with geopolitically opposing developed or developing states, or with divergent 
stakeholder reporting roles as news professionals or citizen journalists, affects the social 
context and associated material considerations in which media reporting and framing occurs 
(such as if access to report onsite is feasible given financial restraints, what editorial policies 
are enforced, which stories are dispatched and which are shelved, or how much creative 
license in reporting formats is acceptable); these assessments by media sources are context-
dependent and may potentially associate alternative media sources to differing formats, 
modes and political economy of media production, and also most importantly to 
corresponding alternative media content. Given the selected case issue, it is noted that few 
studies to date explore normative aspects of human-environment interaction from peripheral 
stakeholders in geopolitics, such as developing nations and in media reporting, such as 
alternative media producers (Boykoff & Roberts, 2007). 
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Alternative geopolitical affiliation by media sources is proposed to be associated with the 
presence of alternative issue frames and discourse in content. Organizations affiliated with 
developing country positions would be guided by alternative geopolitical assessments of the 
issue, such as equity arguments based on unsustainable growth patterns by developed 
countries, heightened vulnerability of developing countries to climate-related disasters, or 
having limited funds to support physical attendance to such global policy summits; these 
contextual influences in turn would have a bearing on the nature of reporting and framing, 
which address a particular domestic audiences’ perception of risk about the issue. In the 
context of this research project, media sources affiliated with a developing nation such as the 
Philippines, instead of a developed country such as the United States with vastly opposing 
positions on the debate, produces issue coverage associated with alternative geopolitical 
media source context.  
Alternative stakeholder affiliation by media source is proposed to additionally be related to 
alternative issue framing and discourse within media content. Media sources associated with 
activist organizations as issue stakeholders are granted differing levels of privilege and access 
to secure locations, high-level sources, advanced equipment, and available financial support 
within the policy space that are vastly different considerations than that of the professional 
journalists affiliated with press stakeholder role. In order to draw focus on peripheral points of 
view that receive scant attention from mainstream news, activists who report on climate 
change have alternative considerations for that guide framing efforts in citing sources, abiding 
by editorial standards and levels of subjectivity in their issue coverage; such reporting may be 
resistive of professional news values, and centralized editorial policy that would likely guide 
professional news reporting, and may manifest in alternative form and content of media 
products such using do-it-yourself online publishing formats like blogs. When media sources 
are affiliated with peripheral activist organizations, relative to official members of the press 
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corps representing mainstream news outlets, their affiliation to alternative stakeholder roles 
within the issue would influence the nature of media content alternativeness.  
In order to address the research objective for the selected contextual case of climate change 
policy reporting, two research questions are examined in the research project. Firstly, is there 
an association between online media producer’s country affiliation and framing climate 
change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements in constructing the issue’s discourse? 
Secondly, is there an association between online media producer’s stakeholder affiliation and 
framing climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements in constructing the issue’s 
discourse? 
An analytical framework that highlights the contextual basis for alternativeness of media, and 
explores the salient factors (whether stakeholder or geopolitical affiliation) within a specific 
point of time and a group of actors, is necessary to address the research questions. In support 
of this thesis’ effort to study empirically rich contexts of media alternativeness, a multi-stage 
methodology was derived. First, to propose alternative media to be conceptualized in 
particular materially contingent contexts, a case study of mainstream and alternative online 
media within a particular issue such as climate change was undertaken. Second, to examine 
media source content and detect alternativeness in framing, the content analysis of such 
sampled case was undertaken. And third, to enable examination of specific policy discourse 
from the literature located within the differing media content, qualitative comparative 
discourse analysis is undertaken by identifying alternative discourse (and related issue norms) 
associated with statistically significant alternative frames. 
In light of the empirical richness and contextual depth aimed for in this research, the eclectic 
method set forth did not intend for a representative outcome; its purposive sampling of media 
sources focused on depth and salience rather than breadth. The study’s findings were 
supported grounds that media alternativeness is a dynamic phenomenon based on particular 
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contingent and materials contexts. Congruence of both media practice and media content 
alterity implies the case study as necessary contextual method to undertake the research; 
however given other relative media practice contexts for the same case issue, such as political 
realities, times, or actor complexity, the media content frames may not be suitably alternative 
from one another. Further the selection of the issue covered as a case of this study implies a 
limitation that makes the unique contingent aspects of the case incomparable across other 
issues. 
The succeeding chapters will present the conceptual, analytical frameworks supporting this 
effort to understand the relational alternative framing of climate change as a case of 
alternative media. Chapter 2 will present the review of relevant literature on climate change 
policy and its media framing. Chapter 3 will discuss alternative media framing as a 
conceptual and analytical lens for issue construction, and broadly as a key component in 
conceptualized alternative media, by identifying two levers in alternativeness of climate 
information sources: oppositional geopolitics and stakeholder role. Chapter 4 will include 
empirical methods to compare alternative media sources and their opposing stakeholder and 
geopolitical affiliations through content analysis of issue frames and discourse analysis maps 
of alternative issue perspectives; these methods enable study of media content’s potential to 
reconstruct and reposition dominant issue perspectives which is becoming of alternative 
media. Chapter 5 will discuss key outcomes of content and discourse analyses, and the 
association that contextual alternativeness that media sources are embedded in potentially 
influencing issue representations. Chapter 6 will discuss implications of the thesis’s findings 
relative to the issue, media framing and alternative media, conclusions, limitations and 




CHAPTER 2 Issues of Climate Commons and Media Framing 
Policies, as solutions to issues, result from negotiations between competing social actors and 
their discourses. Such competing discourses are dynamically tied to actors’ constructions of 
expertise and applications of power, which may privilege certain actors and deem their ways 
of understanding the issue’s phenomena as dominant. Framing efforts by actors shape the 
discourses surrounding an issue, particularly as a way to promote dominance of a particular 
interpretation of issue components and the policy to address such. Media producers as issue 
actors may also contribute to issue framing efforts by promoting particular aspects of reality 
within media coverage of an issue’s policy-making process. For this research project, climate 
change is selected as an appropriate contested issue for analysis as the issue  encourages 
representation and interpretation across multiple media sources. This section presents an 
overview of the related literature for the case issue on climate change and theoretical 
underpinnings to media framing of issues.  
 
2.1 Transnational Issue of Climate Commons 
The global issue selected for this project’s case study is that of climate change. It is a  
contentious  global issue as it extends the crux of the matter from environmental science to 
the social realm of environmental politics. Although global warming is a natural-occurring 
process, man-made climate change that disrupts eco-system balance poses particular human 
risks (UNFCCC, 2009) which opens the issue to the realm of social construction and 
interpretation by human actors.  
In terms of the physical sciences behind the issue, the environmental problem results from the 
‘thickening’ of the atmospheric greenhouse gases such as carbon emissions, due to human 
actions such as the burning of fossil fuels for energy, deforestation, etc. (UNFCCC, 2009). 
!(!
!
Global scale of impacts from this issue affect various ecological systems (biodiversity, land, 
water, etc.) since the atmosphere’s usual climate-regulating capacity is undermined (Boykoff 
& Roberts, 2007). Climate vulnerable topographies experience varying severity of climate 
impacts including low-lying areas islands or long coastlines that are vulnerable to sea-level 
rise, which in turn affect human activity within socio-economic systems (Jones, 2001). All 
associated climate change issue and policy terminology are further defined within Appendix 
II.  
Jones (2001) identifies two components to risk associated with climate change which widens 
the arena for defining key contentions of the issue. The components of climate change risk 
construction cover the realms of biophysical risk and human risk. Biophysical risk, in the 
context of climate change impacts to the environment, is the first realm of risk. Risk to human 
socio-economic systems, derived from the possible threats of environmental change that 
result from climate impacts is the second realm of risk. As policy response to two-pronged 
climate change risks, two global organizations were convened within the United Nations to 
address perceived risks. 
The first organization institutionalized the issue of climate change within global policy 
making in terms of addressing biophysical risk. In 1988, the scientific advisory panel to study 
the causes and impacts of climate change called the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) was set up (Grace, 2004 as cited in Li, 2007). IPCC was to provide 
comprehensive assessment across scientific communities to understand impacts and 
associated risks of man-made climate change as the basis for adaptation and mitigation policy 
options (IPCC, 1993 as cited in Li, 2007). The second organization meant to address human 
risk to climate change was called, the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change (UNFCCC). It was a specialized UN body convened to address man-made climate 
change by “stabiliz(ing) greenhouse gases at a level that would ultimately prevent dangerous 
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anthropogenic interference with the climate system” (Jones, 2001, p. 198). Set up by the 
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the World Metrological Organization 
(WMO), UNFCCC is an offshoot of United Nations global policy action on the issue from 
1994. UNFCCC Secretariat hosted in Bonn, Germany convenes United Nations Climate 
Change Conference (UNCCC), the primary venue for state engagement in global climate 
change governance. UNCCC is open only to members of state duly part of the national 
delegations, observers from within the UN system and related international organizations, as 
well as pre-accredited press and civil society members such as business, trade, academic or 
NGO groups (UNFCCC, 2010). Due to the restricted and privileged access to UNCCC space 
the sessions are not open to public, and access is subject to UNFCCC Secretariat accreditation.  
As a result of the creation of global institutions to address biophysical and human risks to 
climate change, a global climate change agreement that has surfaced from negotiations since 
1997. The Kyoto Protocol convened at the 5th Conference of Parties of the UNFCCC, is an 
agreement that links action on biophysical and human risk to state action. It separates 
responsibility for climate change based on states’ levels of development, identifying 38 
industrialized countries as the ‘Annex I countries’ that have been the source of nearly 60% of 
global carbon emissions. Developing countries participating in the UNFCCC are identified as 
‘non-Annex I countries,’ and do not the bear mandatory emission targets that ‘Annex I 
countries’ face. Annex I countries signatories to the Kyoto Protocol are required apply 
country-specific efforts to mandatorily reduce their carbon emissions to achieve an overall 
target of reducing 5% of carbon emissions in the years 2008 to 2012 (against the baseline 
1990 carbon emission levels). The legally-binding Kyoto Protocol entered into force in 2005 
and is set to expire in 2012, heralding further discussion at UNCCC 2009 negotiations of a 
‘Post-Kyoto’ climate change agreement as a possible replacement (UNFCCC, 2009). It is 
during these UNCCC 2009 negotiations that the futility of state-level policy to address the 
global issue’s biophysical and human risks emerged, and hence is the scope for this research. 
!*+!
!
2.2 Social Construction and Issue Framing of Climate Change  
The response of the global policy community to create institutions of a global scale to address 
the issue of climate change is largely due to the perception and gravity of the biophysical and 
human risks posed by the issue. This supports Prasad & Elmes (2005) as the authrors 
emphasize how issues relating to the natural environment are largely socially constructed; 
cultural representations have “serious rami!cations for how we will conceptualize and enact 
our future relationships with it” (Burningham and Cooper, 1999; Demeritt, 2002; Eder, 1996; 
Macnaughten and Urry, 1998; Murphy, 1994 in Prasad & Elmes, 2005, p. 852). Beyond mere 
representation, the manner of discourse surrounding the issue illustrate the norms in 
interpreting and organizing understanding of environmental problems. These norms affect 
discourses, which in themselves becoming “rough maps” in determining policy solutions 
through practice (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007, p.125).  
For the research project’s case issue, climate change,  related institutions to deliver solutions 
were set up, each to tackle the various components of issue risk based on a shared perception 
by stakeholders. Such shared meanings from representation and interpretation of information 
about issues, and the phenomena surrounding them, are conceived of as discourses. The value 
of discourses lies largely in their malleability based on social construction. Discourses are the 
multiple, often conflicting, but internally consistent bodies of knowledge, language and power 
that are present in different societies and used to give meaning to the world. Hajer's critical 
definition of discourse “a specific ensemble of ideas, concepts and categorisations that are 
produced, reproduced, and transformed in a particular set of practices and through which 
meaning is given to physical and social realities” (1995, p. 44). Hence, these discourses or 




2.2.1. Discourse and Social-Shaping of Policy 
Policies arise from complex negotiations between competing ways of understanding, 
interpreting and defining issues, and their respective solutions. For each subject area there is a 
discursive field made up of multiple discourses, each coexisting ‘in some degree of mutual 
incognisance or in uneasy syncretism’ (Duncan, 1990, p. 16; see also Mills, 1997, p. 16 in 
McGregor, 2005). As such, the variance in composition of discursive fields over space 
reflects the localized power arrangements of different social groups, each providing 
conflicting messages and alternative means of interpreting phenomena (Harvey, 1996, p. 172–
5 in McGregor, 2005).  
Discourses impact everyday interactions and provide insights into how such impacts might be 
negotiated, developed or resisted. Of particular interest are the ‘regimes of truth’ that have 
succeeded in promoting particular ideas to a ‘commonsense’ status within particular 
communities. The role of knowledge and application of power to shape dominant 
interpretations of the issue are interrelated with policy formulation (Ramanzanglo, 1993 as 
cited in Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007). In this manner, actors’ social shaping of the 
phenomena’s domains may deliberately privilege particular ways of understanding over 
others, such that narrative about perceived reality is demonstrated as definitive leaving 
alternative constructions by less powerful actors on the fringe (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007). 
Further, salience of dominant discourses perpetuated by privileged actors may be challenged 
by such minority or alternative ideas (Cass & Pettenger, 2007). 
Alternative ideas that have become ‘unsayable’ (Mills, 1997, p. 12 in McGregor, 2005) or 
even ‘unintelligible’ (Barnes and Duncan, 1992, p.8 in McGregor, 2005) and actively silenced 
within particular social contexts, places and spaces, can also be exposed through examining 
discourse. Such work is important as it reveals the success of different interest groups in 
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normalizing and disciplining particular perspectives and storylines within communities, as 
well as how such ideas are reproduced and resisted at the interpersonal scale.  
Following Dryzek (1997), environmental discourse affects  environmental policy making by 
framing debates, limiting what are considered “reasonable” options, informing environmental 
management structures and policy-making processes. These four effects cited by Dryzek 
highlight the social construction of issues through the text producer’s selective act of framing. 
Navigating the action and policy prescriptions may largely be possible through identifying 
lens by which the issue is socially constructed through framing. Producers have the capacity 
to participate in constructing an issue, through selective presentation of information where the 
outcome of such choice “to frame” is a certain construction of discourse, an exercise in 
privilege, agency and structural affects (Boykoff & Roberts, 2007).  
In this perspective, overarching meta-discourses can be seen as constitutive frame packages 
that promote a certain definition and particular interpretation of causes, highlight aspects of 
normative evaluation possibly based on the consequences of the issue, as well as proffering 
recommendations on how to treat the problem and resolve the issue (Entman, 1993, 2004, 
2007). Figure 1 illustrates how selective framing can define the manner that issues can be 
responded to through an actor’s process of limitation and organization of perceived reality. 
Figure 1: Framing Issues 
 
Figure 1: Framing Issues (Entman, 1993; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Druckman, 2001 in 
McDonald, 2009; Nisbet, 2009) 
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Entman believes framing enables descriptions of a communicating text’s power (Entman, 
1993, p. 51), as the application of power promotes particular underlying discourses. In other 
work, framing elaborated by Entman is identified as emphasis framing, in which a 
communicator uses particular techniques to aid audience’s perceptions through emphasis on 
particular issue elements (Druckman, 2001 as cited in McDonald, 2009).  
Empirical applications of framing theory were undertaken in political communication 
contexts within mass media by scholars (Entman, 1993; Gamson, 1992; Ihlen & Nitz, 2008; 
Iyengar, 1991; McCombs & Ghanem, 2001/2003; Reese, 2001/2003). Several studies 
(Demeritt, 2006; Jasanoff, 2004; Nisbet & Huge, 2006 Szasz, 1995) were undertaken to 
explore framing of complex scientific issues by media.  
Within science issues, Nisbet identified a typology of frame packages used in such debates 
(Nisbet, 2009). The typology of frames is based on literature about the mediation of issues 
such as food security, biotechnology and nuclear energy debates. These frames are elements 
for larger narratives to emerge about the issue (Dahinden, 2002; Durant, Bauer & Gaskell, 
1998; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Nisbet & Lewenstein, 2002 as cited in Nisbet, 2009).  
Figure 2: Framing Science Issues 
Figure 2: Framing Science Issues in the Media (Dahinden, 2002; Durant, Bauer & Gaskell, 1998; 
Entman, 1993; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 2009; Nisbet & 
Lewenstein, 2002 as cited in Nisbet, 2009) 
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Issue framing’s definition is juxtaposed with science-specific frames to broadly understand 
the manner that science news can frame issues to aid audience interpretation of aspects 
shaping science policy in the preceding figure. 
The typology synthesized by Nesbit (2009) identifies certain aspects about framing science 
issues in terms of: (1) evaluation of the reasons and impacts of the issue (ref. Scientific and 
technical uncertainty Frames), (2) level of risk attributed to the scientific information on 
cause and effect (ref. Pandora’s box, runaway science Frames),” (3) normative evaluations of 
the issue in terms of morality, ethics, boundaries (ref. Morality Frames), (4) normative 
evaluations of public accountability and governance as well as the presence of conflicts in 
attribution (ref. Public Accountability/Governance and Conflict/Strategy Frames), (5) type of 
remedy or solution needed to be undertaken to address the issue (Ref. Social Progress, 
Economic Development/ Competitiveness, Middle way/Alternative path Frames). This 
perspective views separate frame packages as neutral building blocks, that when used in 
combination with one another aids narrative-building about science issues and shapes 
underlying meta-discourse. However such outcome is relational to an alternative framing 
effort, and its aid to audience interpretation as they construct their mental models of pertinent 
policies (Nisbet, 2009).  
Further, Dryzek (1997) cites four structural elements used in defining environmental 
discourses that promote a particular interpretation of the issue.  These four elements are: basic 
entities whose existence is recognized or constructed, assumptions about natural relationships, 
agents and their motives, and key metaphors and other rhetorical devices.  Combinations of 
selected frames into frame packages are the elements as Dryzek mentioned which constitute 
certain types of environmental policy meta-discourses. Constituted discourses about 
environmental politics contain varying degrees of embedded norms that present particular 
aspects of the issue’s cause, effect, ethics, notions of responsibility, and institutional 
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arrangements between stakeholders, as more salient than other alternatives. As such, Dryzek’s 
four elements serve as building blocks of these discourses culminate in the promotion of 
certain dominant responses in the realm of global policy to address environmental issues. 
2.2.1 Central Strands of Environmental Governance Discourse 
Instead of viewing governance in the purely under notions of interstate regimes, Lipschutz 
(1997, p. 96 in Paterson, 2000) defined governance to be “a system of rule that is dependent 
on intersubjective meanings as on formally sanctioned constitutions…of regulatory 
mechanism in a sphere of activity which function effectively even though they are not 
endowed with formal activity.” Hence governance of the environment is taken to include the 
regulatory activity enacted by not only states, but also by stakeholders defined by norms and 
material processes such as civil society and UN system-supported arrangements. 
In terms of the discourses associated with global environmental governance, Backstrand & 
Lovbrand (2007) identified three central discourses that vary in the manner that such organize 
interpretations of environmental problems and modes of response in the literature: “Green 
Governmentality,” “Ecological Modernization” and “Civic Environmentalism.” The authors 
propose a reformist discourse called “Civic Environmentalism” to be critical of dominant 
policy discourses that privilege mainly state (in the case of “Green Governmentality”) or 
industry (in the case of “Ecological Modernization”) response.  
As an expression of “Green Governmentality” discourse, environmental solutions are derived 
through the legal entity of the state and central science-focused control, while downplaying 
the role of other stakeholders in the issue such as industry or civil society.  “Green 
Governmentality” discourse values national responsibility norms, with a focus on notions of 
sovereignty and territoriality of states in the context of environmental issues (Cass & 
Pettenger, 2007). The rhetoric of the discourse focuses making the environmental problem a 
!*&!
!
concern that states are most suited to address hence centralized and science-driven state 
administration over life (human and ecological) is a conducted. The concept is derived from a 
broader concept of “governmentality” by Michael Foucault, such that “the ‘security’ of the 
state is guaranteed not so much directly by the control of territory (space) but rather through 
the increasing control of the population living in that territory” (Foucault in Darier, 1999, p. 
23; Dean, 1999 in Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007). “In this sense, ‘life’ as an object of 
scientific knowledge, as a state preoccupation, and as an ethical / normalizing guiding 
principle for individual conduct enters ‘history’ because it becomes an articulated, explicit 
strategy (Rutherford, 1994 in Darier, 1999, p.28). 
 Another perspective emphasizes the role of market mechanisms to address environmental 
problems rather than through strong state administration. “In several western countries, 
especially in those with the most advanced environmental policy, a tendency to ecological 
modernisation - to environmental measures which in the long run do not hamper but boost 
industrialism and capitalist economy - can be observed” (Van Der Heijden, 1999, p.200).  
The discourse on “Ecological Modernization” draws largely from neo-classical economics 
perspective by emphasizing the role that free markets have in stabilizing environmental issues, 
with business as the main actor supported by an industry-friendly state (Hajer, 1995).  
The discourse emphasizes that economics and environment are compatible goals through de-
centralized and market-driven trade, investment, innovation, focused on cost-effectiveness 
and flexible solutions ultimately designed to internalize external public costs. Such economic 
decentralization is associated with political decentralization in terms of the role of the nation-
state (Jänicke, 1991; Jänicke and Weidner, 1995) and assumption of such managerial roles by 
non-state actors in response to risk perceptions (Beck, 1994).  
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“Important parts of the western environmental movement have acknowledged this strategy as 
the most promising one for the future” (Van Der Heijden, 1999, p. 200). As a main 
assumption, “Ecological Modernization” discourse assumes that common natural resources, 
be it air, forests or water, can be managed through market allocation of rights to use, and 
payments of services under privatization. Hence it values the norm of economic efficiency 
(Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007 as cited in Cass & Pettenger, 2007).  
On the other hand, the third type of environmental discourse is a response to the perceived 
shortcomings of two previous discourses in addressing environmental problems. “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse considers “Green Governmentality” overly state-focused to the 
point of exclusion of public voices in policy-making. On the other hand, it considers the 
neoliberal market-oriented prescriptions of “Ecological Modernization” short-sighted, unable 
to address the paradox of the environmental damage such industry-oriented solutions bring 
forth. While manifestations of counter-discourses that address perceived shortcomings of 
“Green Governmentality” and “Ecological Modernization” discourse are diverse, common 
threads to such are documented in environmental politics.  
 “(The) hegemony of the neo-liberal ecological modernisation discourse is 
increasingly challenged by a counter-discourse. The content of this counter-discourse 
(or set of discourses) is very heterogeneous and varies from ecocentrism, 
bioregionalism and feminist ecology to eco-socialism and alternative lifestyles. What 
these discourses have in common is their resistance against the neo-liberal 
environmentalism of the mainstream movement” (Dowie, 1996, p. 205 in Van Der 
Heijden, 1999, p.204). 
 
The position of “Civic Environmentalism” discourse is expressed as a reform of dominant 
governance processes that aim to counter perceived pitfalls the “Green Governmentality” and 
“Ecological Modernization” discourses, by highlighting global civil society’s role within a 
more inclusive, cooperative policy-making process in a government led-regime (Backstrand 
& Lovbrand, 2007).  While the “Green Governmentality” and “Ecological Modernization” 
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discourses were more concerned about administration and enabling economically efficient 
ways of managing the environmental problem respectively (Hajer, 1995), in contrast “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse functions on a more normative level enabling shared 
responsibility across various sectors. With an emphasis for burden-sharing of responsibilities, 
rather than particular actors such as state and industry, the discourse acknowledges social 
relations among stakeholders and shared impacts of environmental problems. The human face 
in terms of vulnerabilities to global risks is pronounced in this perspective.  
The reformist perspective of “Civic Environmentalism” references the perspective of 
civic innovation in civil society organizations (Siriani and Friedland 2001) and synergistic 
potentials with state such that “members (stakeholders) of a particular geographic and 
political community— residents, businesses, government agencies, and nonprofits—should 
engage in planning and organizing activities to ensure a future that is environmentally healthy 
and economically and socially vibrant at the local and regional levels” (Shutkin, 2000, p.15). 
In a more radical expression of “Civic Environmentalism” discourse however it is possible to 
find more pronounced rhetoric that altogether denounces assumptions of anthrocentrism in 
current political, economic and social institutions. This nature of radical “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse draws from other discourses such as human rights (Dowie, 
1996, p. 245) and seeks alternative recourse to institutions led by state and industry to address 
environmental issues. By faulting dominant norms of the former two discourses in the context 
of it’s the creation of injustice, inequity, and human-centered development at the expense of 
the vulnerable, poor, powerless actors such as developing states (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 
2007). In this context normative arguments for fairness in the wake of uneven levels of 
development needs in the Third World become more pronounced than the previous two 




2.2.2 Contextually Contingent Discourses: Case of Climate Change  
The abovementioned discourses on the environment, while applicable to various issues, are 
manifest in varying degrees according to material socio-political contexts. As such, the 
dominance and alterity of the competing discourses promoted by actors within the issue are 
social constructions which depend on situational contingency of power relations.  
As a case for application, the issue of climate change is able to provide fertile ground for 
discussing the differing ways of looking at the issue, as it is shaped by competing discourses 
of actors within a specific policy process. Each central environmental discourse was found to 
have proliferated in various phases of climate governance negotiations. Backstrand & 
Lovebrand (2007) described the rise of various climate change policy discourses championed 
by particular actors (and conversely when other discourses were marginalized) at various 
stages of negotiations at UNFCCC. “Green Governmentality” was present upon initial 
adoption of the framework convention in the early 1990’s through proposals of emission 
targets and cuts. Proffered climate policies included the need for strong environmental 
monitoring of climate change (causes and impacts), regular reporting national mechanisms 
such as the ‘National Communications’ that Kyoto Protocol signatory countries have to 
provide, as well as the emphasis for global-level climate change mitigation, and greenhouse 
gas emission reduction agreements among countries.   
On the other hand, “Ecological Modernization’ discourse seemed prevalent at the introduction 
of the Kyoto Protocol in the late 1990s (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007). One of the key 
components of the Kyoto Protocol, introduced in 1997, was the tool called Clean 
Development Mechanism (CDM) commodifies rights-to-emit-carbon into the atmosphere in 
terms of carbon emission targets, calculated in carbon credits (UNFCCC, 2009). It is during 
this time that trade and financial markets emerged within national, regional and global levels 
to place a monetary value on the causes of climate change, greenhouse gases, in order to 
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regulate them towards stability at acceptable levels. Further, the monetary value on the right 
to emit carbon, and other greenhouse gases, with such markets are emphasized; such emission 
permits assigned to firms which emit carbon in their productive processes finally penalize 
those who excessively generate the gases (above carbon emission standards), at the same time 
is meant to encourage investments in cleaner production and technologies to avoid financial 
burdens. Those who are underuse carbon pollution credits within regulatory limits are entitled 
to voluntary trade such credits in the market to profit from their environmental productivity. 
Those who exceed carbon pollution credit must purchase additional from a regulated-market, 
or invest in environmentally-friendly carbon offset projects at home or overseas. 
Adger, Benjaminsen, Brown, & Svarstad (2001) describes dominant perspective on climate 
change as the managerial type of discourse in climate change, which draws from scientific 
authority and relies on pricing, property rights and understanding cost implications of the 
issue to resolve it. Eckersley (2004: 73 as cited in Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007) illustrates 
this discourse through policy options that focus on emphasis to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions towards “low-carbon society” through technological innovation or through the 
market incentives arising from environmentally-friendly regulation.  
When the “Ecological Modernization” discourse gained salience among actors within climate 
governance, it was argued that upon discussion of post-Kyoto treaty the “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse to have been marginalized (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007). 
However, in the current period of 2000s, the emergence of “Civic Environmentalism” from 
non-state actors, particularly civil society, following prominence of the ‘Ecological 
Modernization’ and ‘Green Governmentality’ discourses, have since created a contested 
policy space.  Within the context of the climate issue, “Civic Environmentalism” can be 
viewed as proposing greater public accountability than the other two discourses.  
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Referred to as profligacy discourse by Adger et al., “Civic Environmentalism” discourse 
defined climate change in terms of the “natural debt of industrialized countries in increasing 
atmospheric concentrations of greenhouse gases” (2001, p. 699; see also Agarwal & Narain, 
2001; Hayes & Smith, 1993). By emphasizing the need for ethical access to benefits from a 
sound climate system under this equity-oriented perspective, proponents of the discourse 
emphasize differences between luxury carbon emissions arising from consumerist lifestyles in 
the developed world, and survival carbon emissions arising from subsistence living in the 
developing world.  
Solutions in terms of policy are hinged on understanding that transforming state and industry 
oriented societies focused on accumulation and consumption. Further, the implication that 
certain industrial states have higher historical levels of carbon emissions than others, focus 
policy that aims to sustainably shift consumption patterns and lifestyles in the developed 
world, while protecting natural-resource dependent developing nations from negative effects 
of climate change (Backstrand & Lovbrand, 2007). The debates on responsibility for action is 
contextualized by norms surrounding North-South fairness, burden-sharing, favoring-the-
vulnerable, poverty alleviation, participatory democracy, intergenerational sustainable 
development, expressed through recent events such as the call for climate change adaptation 
funds for least developed countries. 
In sum, social constructivist perspective posits environmental issues are not objective realities; 
rather knowledge about issues is socially-shaped by actors who promote dominant ways of 
understanding and addressing the problem as a socio-political one. Policies as solutions to 
issues result from negotiations between competing discourses, and are therefore closely tied 
to constructions of expertise and applications of power, which may privilege certain actors 
and their ways of understanding the phenomena. Through framing, deliberate selections of 
perceived reality by particular actors promote active shaping of narratives, and therefore 
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shaping meta-discourses surrounding an issue. Dominant policy solutions and narratives arise, 
shaped as a result of these interacting forces and discourses of actors to shape policy in their 
interest, at the expense of marginalizing alternative constructions of knowledge by less 
powerful actors. 
Within the case of social construction of climate change, it can be seen how combinations of 
selected frames into frame packages constitute certain types of climate change policy meta-
discourses. Constituted discourses about climate politics such as “Green Governmentality,” 
“Ecological Modernization” and “Civil Environmentalism” contain embedded norms that 
present particular aspects of the issue’s cause, effect, ethics, notions of responsibility, and 
institutional arrangements between stakeholders, as more salient than other alternatives; hence 
building blocks of these discourses culminate in the promotion of certain dominant responses 
in the realm of global policy to address climate change. 
Framing efforts by actors shape the discourses surrounding an issue, particularly as a way to 
promote dominance of a particular interpretation of climate change policy. Media producers 
may also contribute to issue framing efforts by promoting particular aspects of reality within 
its media coverage of an issue such as climate change. 
2.3 Media Framing of Climate Change 
The contentious nature of discourses surrounding the social construction of climate change 
policy has shed light on the role of actors who communicate salient issue definitions and 
solutions. Since environmental problems with far-reaching impacts like climate change need 
an informed issue public, the literature indicates that public understanding and policy views 
are related to mass media representations of the issue. Such media representations of issues 
are the result of media producers’ practices that may emphasize particular aspects of 
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discourses. As previously discussed, framing becomes a useful analytical framework to 
understand the social construction of issues through media texts. 
Application of framing to public understanding of issues is inherent in Entman’s further 
elaboration of the activity which “select(s) some aspects of a perceived reality and makes 
them more salient in a communicating text, in such a way as to promote a particular problem 
definition, causal interpretation, moral evaluation, and/or treatment recommendation” 
(Entman, 1993, p. 52). This act of selecting aspects of perceived reality is expressed in the use 
of particular elements to “assemble a narrative that highlights connections among them to 
promote a particular interpretation” (Entman, 2007, p. 164).  
Entman’s definition portrays actors’ ability to call attention to certain aspects of reality in a 
selective manner; from this perspective, framing shapes narratives and discourses about issues 
(Carvalho, 2000). The assembled issue narrative connects various frames, while enabling 
salience of ideas to emerge and influence audience’s particular understanding, interpretation 
and judgment of an issue (e.g., Gross & D’Ambrosio, 2004; Iyengar & Simon, 1993; Kim, 
Scheufele, & Shanahan, 2002; Price, Tewksbury, & Powers, 1997 as cited in Entman, 2007). 
The perspective that framing is an active process and is a constantly conscious effort by actors 
is echoed by Reese (2001, p. 7). 
In news reporting on scientific issues, Nisbet (2009) suggest a process that audiences undergo 
to deconstruct policy issues using shortcuts aiding interpretation such as the frames derived 
from media which are intergrated with previously formed understanding about the issue 
through other information sources. Audiences’ understanding of policy options, which would 
be considered in Entman’s definition to be the issue’s treatment or remedy, therefore become 
shaped by the manner that information from media frames, particularly differing ones, are 
interpreted. Therefore the effort of framing through media actors is considered to enable 
relevance to emerge as aids to interpret certain dimensions of an issue or policy problem.  
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2.3.1. Media Framing: Case of Climate Change 
For a highly contested case issue such as climate change, the success of actors to dominate the 
framing and promotion of a policy discourse and communication of such discourse is an 
active and dynamic landscape (Boycoff & Roberts, 2007). The literature has largely focused 
on dominant media groups as a key source of climate information, such as mainstream media 
newspapers and television (Hansen, 1993; LaMay & Dennis, 1991). The predisposition to 
examine the framing potential of such issue is argued by Dirikx and Gelders (2008) that most 
people have an experiential gap on this complex issue and “media help to generalize personal 
experiences and translate science into popular discourse…if a person is confronted with 
circumstances of extreme heat, floods or drought, he or she will still often depend on the news 
to link those events to global climate change” (p. 99). Case in point, Stamm, Clark and 
Eblacas (2000) reported that mass media reporting of climate change on television and print 
were the main sources of public understanding about the issue. The study found media 
representation was associated with the public understanding linking climate change and use of 
fossil fuels. And under conditions of scientific controversy and uncertainty, the public looks 
towards media to aid understanding of the issue and its risks (Allan, Adam & Carter, 2000). 
While research focused on dominant climate information sources such as mainstream news 
organizations and related journalistic practices such as the use of wire services (Antilla 2005) 
and influence of external factors in the newsroom (Burgess, 1990; Anderson 1997, McComas 
& Shanahan 1999), the literature also includes substantive content analyses of print, broadcast 
and tabloid media climate change framing within its fold. 
Building on the previous discussion on the link between the shaping of policy discourse 
through actors’ issue framing, Figure 3 provides a consolidated framework of the specific 
frames examined by the literature within climate change media content. The succeeding 
figure expresses emergent framings of climate change as a contentious issue with interlocking 
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aspects to its social construction based on the theoretical and empirical literature on framing 
science issues (Dahinden, 2002; Entman, 1993; Durant, Bauer & Gaskell, 1998; Gamson & 
Modigliani, 1989; Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 2009; Nisbet & Lewenstein, 2002 as cited 
in Nisbet, 2009) and from the literature on media framing of climate change (Boykoff & 
Roberts, 2007; Carvalho, 2007, 2005; Brossard, et. al, 2004; Boykoff & Boykoff. 2004; 
Dahinden, 2002; Entman, 1993; Kenix 2008; Li, 2007;  McComas & Shanahan, 1999; 
Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 2009; Durant,  Bauer & Gaskell, 1998, Gamson & Modigliani, 
1989,  Nisbet & Lewenstein, 2002 as cited in Nisbet, 2009; Olausson, 2009; Trumbo, 1996).  
Each component of the figure is comprised of neutral building-blocks of frames the point to a 
particular aspect of the case issue, such as frames which defines different scientific aspects or 
causes of the issue, or even frames that defines different types of conflicting parties or 
attribution of responsibility for example. Through an inductive process of reviewing the 
literature, I propose that as a framework, the figure captures the socially-constructed outcome 
of a particular media producer’s active effort at framing climate change in a specific manner.  
Figure 3: Framing Climate Change in the Media 
Figure 3: Framing Climate Change in the Media (Boykoff & Boykoff. 2004; Boykoff & Roberts, 2007; 
Carvalho, 2007, 2005; Brossard, et. al, 2004; Dahinden, 2002; Entman, 1993; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; 
Kenix 2008; Li, 2007; McComas & Shanahan, 1999; Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 2009; Durant, Bauer & 
Gaskell, 1998, Nisbet & Lewenstein, 2002 as cited in Nisbet, 2009; Olausson, 2009; Trumbo, 1996) 
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The conceptual map considers construction of climate change’s problem and solutions occurs 
through interplays between media content that provides information, assessments and 
normative evaluations of the information, to propose action by particular parties to remedy 
the issue. The figure earlier maps interconnections on how framing science-based information 
and related evaluations, ultimately relates to framing human dimensions of action. For 
example, the construction of climate change risk is related to understanding scientific 
assessment that infers on the likelihood of consequences to environment and human beings 
(Adams, 1995 in Allan, Adam & Carter, 2000). Taking the frames together as a form of 
narrative, it is seen how clusters of ideas are in fact micro-level arenas for the media 
producer’s discursive exercise of power.   
2.3.2. Media Framing in Context: Lens for Climate Change Construction 
Most work in the field of media framing on climate change is geographically contextual in 
scope, primarily concerned with how national media systems represented a global issue such 
as climate change in terms of science, responsibility and solutions (Boykoff & Roberts, 2007; 
Carvalho, 2007, 2005; Brossard, et. al, 2004; Boykoff & Boykoff. 2004; Dahinden, 2002; 
Entman, 1993; Kenix 2008; McComas & Shanahan, 1999; Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 
2009; Durant, Bauer & Gaskell, 1998, Nisbet & Lewenstein, 2002 as cited in Nisbet, 2009; 
Olausson, 2009; Trumbo, 1996).  
Studies covering news sources from countries which had not yet adopted the Kyoto Protocol 
such as U.S. (Trumbo, 1996; McComas & Shanahan, 1999; Boykoff & Boykoff, 2004;) and 
Australia (Hay & Israel, 2002) indicated particular constructions between scientific and 
policy aspects of climate change. McComas and Shanahan (1999) examined news reporting 
from two U.S. prestige press, “The New York Times,” and “Washington Post” from 1980 to 
1995, and found evidence of framing effects and influence from external events to shape 
reporting. Using the argument that U.S. climate coverage follows an issue-attention-cycle 
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divided into particular periods of topical coverage—studies belie the scepticism of scientific 
information would be followed by eventual inattention as the issue becomes more prominent 
(Trumbo, 1996; McComas and Shanahan, 1999). Boykoff & Boykoff (2004) found that U.S. 
press tended to skew reporting towards representing scientific uncertainy, despite the 
consensus within the global scientific community represented by the IPCC Reports about 
man-made causes of climate change. Hay and Israel (2001) examined media coverage of the 
1998 UNFCCC meeting within five Australian newspapers, to find the policy discussions 
were divergent from the science information presented. 
Within the European context, the focus of national coverage seemed less on the scientific 
controversy of climate change, and more on policy. Weingart, Engels, & Pansegrau (2000, p. 
280) examined German media coverage of climate change in 23 publications and found: 
“scientists politicized the issue, politicians reduced the scientific complexities and 
uncertainties to CO2 (carbon dioxide) emissions targets, and the media ignored the 
uncertainties and transformed them into a sequence of events leading to catastrophe and 
requiring immediate action.” Olausson (2009) concluded that on par with Western European 
studies, Swedish news frames from three sources did not portray climate change science as 
contentious, focusing instead on actions and accountability needed to address the issue.    
Within national media systems, media sources’ context and ideology may also influence the 
type of framing undertaken about climate change, particularly in constructing the certainty of 
climate science in the mass media (Carvalho, 2007).  This was supported by Carvalho’s 
earlier work with Burges (2005) when they examined three U.K. mainstream newspapers 
from 1985 to 2003, namely “The Guardian,” “The Times,” and “The Independent” using 
critical discourse analysis. Authors found differing interpretations and representation of 
science based on the media source’s political stance. Further examining U.K. newspaper, 
radio, television news coverage on climate change, Ereaut and Segnit (2006) identified 
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repertoires in interpreting the issue from 2005 to 2006. Their content analysis found media 
sources with politically-left leanings were likely to recognize the issue and recommend 
personal action and innovation to remedy it; right-leaning media sources were often skeptical. 
In terms of comparative studies, cross-cultural context of media sources have also indicated 
differential framing of the issue as detected in news content. Brossard et. al (2004) found that 
French news reports from 1987 to 1997 focused mainly on international relations as opposed 
to U.S. news coverage’s predominant focus between science and policy. Studies traversing 
fields of environmental studies, sociology and media production looked at impacts of news 
production values and processes on representations of climate change, in the context of 
scientific certainty, on issue cycles, and problem-solution frames across cross-cultural 
prestige press, tabloids and television in the United States and Europe (Olausson, 2009; 
Boykoff & Roberts, 2007; Carvalho, 2007, 2005; Brossard, et. al, 2004; Boykoff & Boykoff, 
2004; Trumbo, 1996). 
In a review of the literature, a comparative perspective to study media coverage of the issue 
was emphasized (Boykoff and Roberts, 2007). In their analysis for the United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP), Boykoff and Roberts identified possible areas for future 
examination and study in media coverage of climate change. These literature gaps included 
examination of media coverage in countries outside of Europe, U.S., New Zealand, Australia 
especially among nations undertaking climate change adaptation, and the examination of 
media coverage (or the lack thereof) about social values (ethics, morals, culture) related to 
climate change. Li (2007) and Tolan (2007) are among the handful of recent authors that has 
filled the gaps in the literature mentioned by Boykoff & Roberts (2007), in work that 
compares media systems to provide insight into the increasing role of geographical and 
normative context in framing climate change. 
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In her doctoral dissertation, Li (2007) examined source and coverage diversity in newspapers 
from different countries with varying political traditions and cultural contexts to understand 
how media sources framed information and policy-oriented climate news.  Content analysis 
method covered news articles on global warming from “The New York Times” of the U.S., 
“The Times” of the U.K., the “Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung” of Germany, “The Mercury” 
of Australia, “The Straits Times” of Singapore and the “Wenhui Daily” of P.R. China. The 
author concluded a link exists between the news construction about the issue as more policy-
oriented or more information-oriented, and national government’s valuation of issue 
importance within national policy agendas (Li, 2007). News stories from countries with 
interest in UNCCC will have more policy-oriented news, which may (1) provide more access 
to political actors, and (2) use frames with normative ethical arguments and economic aspects 
of policy rather than presentation of science-oriented information frames. 
In terms of cross-cultural difference, Li’s study found that source diversity was different 
across the news media, as well as the presence of ethical positions on climate change. Apart 
from the “Wenhui Daily,” all other papers selected sources from both environmental NGOs 
and industry, though in differing proportions apart from official news sources. “The New 
York Times” was found to have quoted less environmental NGO than industry sources (Li, 
2007).  
Ethical positions on climate change were identified by Li (2007) as framing normative 
evaluations according to three arguments on responsibility: (1) moral imperatives to be 
responsible for climate change (based on Kantian arguments), (2) equal distribution of 
burdens to act on climate change across different sectors or even states (based on Benthamite 
argument), (3) and common but differential responsibilities favouring the vulnerable or poor 
(based on Rawlsian argument). Her study found that apart from the “Wenhui Daily,” most 
media sources presented Kantian and Benthamite arguments on evaluating climate 
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responsibilities. U.S. and Australian media sources represented countries which did not yet 
sign the Kyoto Protocol, presented less Kantian frames than Benthamite arguments.  
Similarly, Tolan (2007) supports the link between geopolitical positions within climate debate 
and national media systems. The author found “Coverage since 2 February (in the year 2007 
during the release of the IPCC report) indicates strongly for the first time that the Chinese 
government is aware of the risk of global warming, such as the impact of increasing drought. 
China as before continues to assert that developed nations should take more responsibility and 
has not signalled any shift in policy” (Tolan, 2007, p. 9). 
In climate change news reporting literature, certain contextual factors such as the nature of 
national media systems, country geopolitics, and a media source’s own political leanings may 
contribute to the context of media producer’s selective framing efforts. In this regard, I 
propose framing of issues through the lens of diverse media sources, particularly between 
mainstream and alternative media is crucial. Such juxtaposition of framing efforts allows the 
exploration of an issue’s alternative representations to emerge, as it challenges the salience of 
mainstream representations put forth.  
The selective act of an alternative media producer’s framing (and constructed resultant frames) 
of issues, within their particular contexts of media-making, may illuminate an aspect of the 
nature of alternative media.  For a highly contested issue, the salience of one perspective 
through an issue’s emergent dimensions is contingent on its relative value to the available 
options portrayed and presented as alternatives (Nisbet, 2009), such as through the alternative 
frames contained within alternative media content. In this context, sources for public 
understanding of issues, particularly in the form of alternative media, could very well be a 
wellspring for competing perspectives that may enable more informed public understanding 
about issues and action options to address such.  
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CHAPTER 3 Alternative Media Framing of Global Climate Change 
Dominant policy solutions and narratives arise, as a result of interacting discourses by actors 
to shape policy in their interest, at the expense of marginalizing alternative constructions of 
reality by the less powerful. This section provides an overview of the theoretical framework 
on alternative framing of the case issue on climate change. It is proposed that a highly 
contested public issue like climate change, alternative framing efforts of media producers 
provide value since such alternative media sources which possess sufficiently alternative 
frames may aid readers’ understanding of the issue alongside mainstream media sources. 
Contextual alternativeness of media sources, examined in terms of contentious geo-politics 
and stakeholder relations are specific factors which may be associated with alternative media 
content. 
 
3.1 Alternative Media: From Practice to Content 
While alternative media has been called “citizens’ media” with an emphasis on independent 
media’s contribution towards empowered citizenship by Rodriguez (2000) and “radical media” 
where media creation is characterized by political subversion and contribution to networked 
social mobilization by Downing (2001), both Rodriguez and Downing’s definitions of 
alternative media are focused on its intended and directed outcomes on audiences. They 
define media alternativeness within the goal-directed, functional ability for its emancipatory 
potential to transform societies as an educational tool or harbinger of social change.  
In contrast, this research project defines alternative media in line with Atton’s (2002) 
perspective on the nature of alternative media drawn from alternative philosophy of media 
creation, to alternative media practice and the manner in that such ultimately shapes 
alternative media content. Able to provide a more robust definition of media alternativeness 
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across the lifecycle of its producers, Atton’s (2002) conceptualization of alternative media is 
aided by contextual understanding of the political, economic and social systems that media 
sources, and its producers, are embedded in. Under relational contexts where they are 
immersed in the landscape of a generally accepted mode of media creation, media producers 
may develop as an alternative to dominant media-making oppositional media philosophies, 
that inform media production practices and result in alternative media products vis-à-vis a 
dominant mode of media practice and production. Atton’s case study methodology is 
indicative of the contextual role that alternative media has to create alternative media products. 
Alternative practices by media creators are emphasized and documented by Atton’s case 
studies to map contextual relationships between mainstream and alternative media practice. 
Selection of source persons in news writing is one example of mainstream media practice 
expressed as an alternative practice in print media forms. Atton has called this practice of 
selecting sources to quote for stories the ‘hierarchy of access’ when the usual official voices 
in mainstream media are turned to and represented in reporting by print journalists, while 
non-official voices are not included (Atton, 2004). As a case, Atton (2004) describes the 
alternative practices of sourcing, representation, and credibility (in a non-professional, more 
authentic sense) by the British alternative websites SchNEWS by looking at their media 
practices in relation to contextually mainstream professional newsroom practice. By 
selectively quoting local people instead of those in traditional seats of power such as 
government or business in their stories, SchNEWS engages in alternative media practice by 
purposefully developing news content in a decidedly differing manner and process from their 
dominant professional counterparts.  
It becomes clear from the context of this case that deliberate alternative practices by 
SchNEWS documented shapes news reporters who are primarily informed by a differing yet 
salient normative perspective affecting coverage decisions. In this particular case, the 
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SchNEWS alternative media practice values the norm that voices should have equal treatment 
as with elite voices in its definition of news; while it clearly does not subscribe to the 
mainstream journalist norms which guide source selection practice such as news values of 
expertise or celebrity, and even the value of balance. In terms of the effects of such practice, it 
is clear in addition that the alternative practice of selecting local people for news content can 
impact and change the nature of actual media products and their content. As a result of the 
practice and inversion of dominant news values, media content is skewed towards local 
people, inserting the local people in broader discourse of the publication, presenting an 
alternative representation of reality than the broadsheets. On the level of discourse online, 
Atton concludes that SchNEWS alternative media practice changes the dynamics of access in 
representing local people vis-à-vis the elite in the manner of selecting aspects of reality to 
report in news content, which may have a functional use for the media’s selection of local 
voices as well as enable marginal voices to emerge within the public space. 
Lee (2007) developed a typology of alternative media from Atton’s case studies below.  
1. Content (politically radical, socially/culturally radical); news value 
2. Form – graphics, visual languages; varieties of presentation and binding; aesthetics 
3. Reprographic innovations/adaptations – use of mimeographs, IBM typesetting, 
offset litho, photocopies 
4. Distributive use – alternative sites for distribution, clandestine/invisible distribution 
network, anti-copyright 
5. Transformed social relations, roles and responsibilities- reader, writers, collective 
organization, de-professionalization of e.g, journalism, printing, publishing 
6. Transformed communication processes – horizontal linkages, networks (p. 9) 
Such definition accommodates media that may be politicized for specific causes relative to a 
mainstream discourse, or apolitical non-professional media for self-expression such as do-it-
yourself (DIY) media that possess particularly alternative practices that are manifest in terms 
of media formats (Atton, 2004; Waltz, 2005). While Lee (2007) concluded alternativeness in 
the following characteristics of media sources below may indicate alterity in its product, the 
case studies themselves from Atton (2002, 2004) point to the fundamentally critical nature of 
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content in media products he deemed as contextually necessary for a media example to be 
deemed sufficiently ‘alternative’ media. In fact, in the case of SchNEWS’ use of the 
mainstream tabloid format (externally not as radically alternative in media formats from 
resulting from the dominant mode of tabloid production), Atton concludes that still 
SchNEWS was sufficiently alternative media in its subversive media content and its manner 
of framing the value of local people in news was alternative and provided a marked departure 
from mainstream tabloid content and its representation of source salience. 
While the digital media creations “do not properly reside in the virtual world at all; they are 
sited there temporarily as a function of the carrier medium, (these) have their origins and their 
effects (social, cultural, political) in a world that is represented and determined by social 
forces and practices that cannot be bracketed off from Internet practices” (Atton, 2004, p.11). 
As the case of SchNEWS in Britain shows, Atton’s conceptualization of alternative media as 
well as mainstream media such as tabloids, extends to online media sources as well. 
Alternative media with contextually alternative content on “carrier medium” (be it real-world 
platforms like print or virtual platforms like the internet), are also shaped by the active (print 
or Internet) practices Atton mentioned among media producers, whether these practices are 
intentionally or accidentally differing from dominant ways of media production. The carrier 
medium of the content is not in itself, as a vessel of media creation, enough to guarantee 
alternativeness of media; but the sufficiently alternative practices shaping the alternativeness 
of content may also manifest in alternativeness of format or carrier medium.  
In such an arena of contestation of knowledge online, alternative digital media production 
networks are embedded in particular social contexts enabling its creation of media products, 
therefore the relationships between alternative and mainstream media cannot be considered a 
simple binary. Relationships between mainstream and alternative media exhibit tensions by 
virtue of alternative media producers’ dynamic remediation or re-positioning of mainstream 
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media messages. In fact within offline and online spaces, dominance is being renegotiated by 
the creation of alternative media products. The fact that SchNEWS may wear the external 
forms of its mainstream tabloid counterpart to carry its alternative content provides indication 
that the terrain and positions of alterity and dominance are ideally fluid and unfixed. Atton 
considers the event in which an alternative media producer shifts over time to become part of 
the mainstream media in its dominance, despite holding on to alternative practices allows 
alternative media sources a way to addressing unequal power relations with mainstream 
media. Similarly, this contextual dynamism implies ‘alternative’ practices may co-opted by 
mainstream media which remediate and re-position messages (Atton, 2004, p. 9). In the event 
that SchNEWS’ reporting practice of prioritizing local people over official news sources in 
reporting becomes adopted by for example a top British tabloid, then one can view this as 
alternative practice being co-opted.  
It is this dynamic contextually that brings authors Bailey, Camaerts & Carpentier (2008) to 
propose alternative media as a fluid conduit for civil society activities which locates itself 
within the gap as much as it bridges the gulf between mainstream media and alternatives. 
Under these conditions a media source can “express an alternative vision to hegemonic 
policies, priorities and perspectives” and “supplement or contradict dominant discourses or 
representations” (Bailey et. al, 2008, p.18-19).  
In defining alternative media by focusing on implications of alternative media source context 
and practice to its resulting alternative media content, this research contributes to previous 
literature’s conceptualization of media alternativeness arising from political economy, 
organization modes, production practices, etc. (Atton, 2004/2008; Bailey et al., 2008; 
Downing, 2008; Lee, 2007). It proposes active alternative framing efforts (and alternative 
resultant frames within media content) as a result of alternative media practice is one key area 
where media alternativeness is manifested following Atton (2002). Further, the alternative 
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framing efforts, in the context of Atton’s definition of alternative media, consider material 
contexts of media sources primarily to understand tensions between alternative and 
mainstream source practices. Conversely mainstream media refers to dominant forms of 
media content, which reproduces dominant issue discourse, and occurs as a result of the 
reproduction of dominant or mainstream media practices in actively representing reality. It is 
important to note under the definition, that alternativeness of media format, carrier or vehicle 
is a sufficient but not necessary condition for media alternativeness, while alternativeness of 
media content ultimately what constitutes media alternativeness. 
A recent critique of the literature from Downing (2008) cited gaps for future research mainly: 
examining relations between media and social change, alternative media’s use for political 
mobilization, framing within alternative media, constitution of networks and audiences 
through alternative media, and alternative media within transnational movements. 
Intersections between alternative media and framing remains promising due to limited 
research available. Echoing Downing, the inclusion and exclusion of some aspects of the 
reality being represented in the news—or in the case of sources, some aspects of stakeholder 
community represented in news—belies missing links within case-oriented alternative media 
analyses prevalent in the literature which is the key approached used in this research.  
3.2 Alternative Framing Contexts: Lens for Climate Change Construction 
For the case of climate change issue, the lean literature on alternative media framing belies 
certain areas for future research work. Allan, Adam & Carter (2000) propose that in the face 
of mainstream media’s ability to dominate the social construction of environmental issues 
such as climate change, the identification “of the slips, fissures, silences and gaps in media 
reporting needs to be simultaneously accompanied by a search for alternatives (that) enhance 
the forms and practices of environmental journalism” (p.16). Although overarching prevailing 
discourses and legitimated norms promoted by privileged media actors in climate change 
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policy are dominant, their salience is challenged by dynamic alternative voices possibly 
competing for prominence (Atton 2008/2004/2002; Bailey et al., 2008).  Within this 
landscape and in the context of the case issue of climate change, this research project 
proposes that alternative issue framing within media content to be what ultimately holds the 
alternativeness of climate policy discourses by media sources.  
Minimal work has thus far explored the interaction of cross-cultural alternative and 
mainstream mediation of climate change within the online media landscape (Kenix 2008 a/b). 
In a conference paper presented at the International Communication Association’s annual 
meeting, Kenix (2008a) compared climate change related frames among leading mainstream 
and alternative news sources from U.S. and New Zealand through the study of its emergent 
narratives. In the same year, Kenix (2008b) published outcomes of her examination of climate 
change coverage by New Zealand mainstream and alternative media in the journal, Political 
Science.   The study selected climate change coverage from 2006-2007 using purposive 
sampling from newspapers of record, “The New York Times” and “New Zealand Herald,” 
and the leading alternative news websites “AlterNet” from the U.S. and “Scoop” from New 
Zealand in opposition. The author examined difference in the latent frames within climate 
change content between mainstream and alternative media across the countries, under the 
premise that climate change was an issue whose global consequences could be shaped by 
social value-systems (Dunwoody & Peters, 1992 in Kenix, 2008a) and political contexts 
expressed in journalism (Brossard et al., 2004 in Kenix, 2008a). Using a combination of 
quantitative content analysis and qualitative discourse and narrative analysis, the study 
replicated the content analysis coding frame and instrument used by Brossard et al. (2004) 
which drew on work by McComas and Shanahan (1999). The frame typology  included 
Kenix’s additional for frames on sensationalism, conflict and morality, acknowledging the 
role of norms and values in the debate (Nisbet & Mooney, 2007 in Kenix, 2008a). 
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Although the study hypothesized key differences between mainstream and alternative media’s 
coverage of the issue, Kenix found research outcomes could not consider “populist and 
environmental activism” was of a higher degree within the New Zealand media, since the key 
differential frames did not indicate the issue’s populist or environmentally-activist 
construction. In terms of differing frames among national media, Kenix found New Zealand 
coverage to highlight domestic and international politics while using sensationalism in news 
stories. U.S. news coverage across mainstream and alternative media indicated likelihood to 
emphasize new scientific evidence, conflicts and more diversified media sources than New 
Zealand media. Kenix (2008a) concluded that she had found ‘almost no difference’ in 
framing climate change between commercially managed and independent media, apart from 
minimally significant statistical difference in the use of morality and sensationalism frames 
across sources from both countries. She concludes that organizational difference across media 
sources (such as media ownership and value-systems) or domestic political positions 
regarding the issue may not sufficiently and wholly direct the nature of news coverage (Kenix 
2008, a/b).  
Kenix (2008) proposed that uncovered frames within alternative media sources were not 
significantly different having uncovered issue discourses similar to those contained in the 
mainstream U.S. and New Zealand media sources. Assuming alternative sources “AlterNet” 
and “Scoop” satisfied dimensions of alternativeness, she hypothesized that a global issue like 
climate change may have contributed to globalizing of news values that led to similarity in 
news framing. 
In response to Kenix’ study however, I propose that the research’s conceptualization of 
alternative media may be insufficient to empirically match the alternativeness of media 
sources with alternativeness of media content, since alternative discourse were not detected. 
Further contributions arising from this project therefore, would be in the re-conceptualizing 
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what dimensions of alternative media are more salient in order to match alternative media 
sources to alternativeness on levels of content and discourse.  
Alternativeness based on specific issue context would likely define the alternativeness of the 
media sources and practices, and therefore would express alternative frames within media 
content.  Atton’s framework of alternative media (2008, 2004) supports the relations between 
alternative media source context and alternative media practices of these sources. The 
contextual emphasis of his conceptualization of alternative media sources and their practices 
considers the fluid nature of what is mainstream and what is alternative depending on 
dominance and difference on dynamic, not fixed, poles. Atton’s conception allows possibility 
for interactions among practices of media producers that challenge dominance through 
difference. Therefore, in media’s social construction of a global issue like climate change, I 
propose alternative media be conceptualized in particular materially-contingent contexts 
specific to the issue’s nature, from which would match emerging alternative framing of 
content.  
Framing efforts promote particular discourses that define and construct the issue; hence 
alternative framing is what ultimately holds the alternativeness of news reporting. For a 
global issue like climate change, media producers are embedded in material contingencies 
such as geo-political positions within governance processes between developed and 
developing countries with vulnerability to issue impacts and stakeholder affiliations within 
UNCCC observer groups.  
Affiliation of media producers to alternative contexts provide a contextual stage upon the 
framing of a transnational issue through its building blocks may be examined. The study 
focuses on frames in climate change reporting of the global policy event, the United Nations 
Climate Change Conference (UNCCC) 2009 in Copenhagen, part of the UNFCCC 
negotiations process. Media sources representing the climate policy process as it unfolds for 
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an online readership, be it an online newspaper or an activist’ blog, are themselves shaped by 
contextual affiliation in the on-going conversation of alternative framing of climate policy. 
Two contextual factors may shape alternativeness of policy regarding climate change in this 
global context: (1) alternativeness from media production within contexts related to geo-
political realities of climate policy, and (2) alternativeness from media production within 
context related to stakeholder roles within climate policy 
This research project aims to ascertain how a global issue such as climate change is 
alternatively framed by online media sources in terms of climate impacts, ethics and policy 
solutions, which are the building blocks of climate change discourse. It is aimed that 
unearthing underlying discourses in order to match it with media source alternativeness 
regarding the case issue may aid future conceptualization of media alternativeness. The media 
sources’ alternative contextual scenarios that may indicate alternativeness media practice to 
frame climate policy. 
3.3 Alternativeness from Media Production Scenario within Geo-Politics 
It is proposed that geo-political positions within the context of climate governance processes 
between developed nations and developing countries is one source of alternativeness within 
the context media sources are embedded in, that may be associated to alternativeness in 
shaping climate change discourse and its mediation. Geo-political difference expresses itself 
in differential negotiating bloc affiliation among countries (Barrett, 2007). Geographical 
division is not the primary basis for alterity in the context of global climate politics. Instead, 
contentious differences lie in the affiliation of countries to particular negotiating blocs within 
the UNCCC.  
Geopolitical groups of states with the same policy positions can contribute salience in 
decision-making and influence throughout the process (UNFCCC, 2010). The geopolitical 
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groups based on a state’s economic levels of development (and therefore perceived historical 
responsibility for energy-intensive growth causing man-made climate change) locate 
developed countries in opposition to developing countries. Further, differences in arguments 
on the burden of climate change come from perceptions that certain states bear greater 
environmental impacts of climate change, based on extent of negative consequences of the 
problem, despite having low-levels of economic development (based on low levels of energy-
intensive emissions that negligibly contribute to the cause of climate change).  
One major bloc within the global negotiations is the Umbrella Group, a loose coalition of 
non-European Union (EU) developed countries usually encompassing Australia, Canada, 
Iceland, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, the Russian Federation, Ukraine and the United States 
(UNFCCC, 2010).  This bloc includes largely developed countries and the world’s historical 
emitter of cumulative greenhouse gases per capita, the United States. As a member of the 
Umbrella Group however the largest historical greenhouse gas emitter is not a party to the 
Kyoto Protocol yet viewed as the dominant voice in climate politics. Leadership to broker a 
deal while committing to curb emissions in the future is expected from these countries 
because of historical responsibility to reverse their cumulative emissions. Hence, this is the 
group considered pivotal in global climate governance; any binding agreement that excludes 
this group (despite inclusion of low-emitting countries) will not result in the overall goal to 
lower emissions enough to stabilize the climate system. These are the developed nations that 
are expected to commit to targets that reduce their climate-change causing behavior (Nery, 
2009). Analysts consider the salience of actions by members within this bloc, considering 
their role in exacerbating the issue even if they do not bear the brunt of the negative impacts 
as illustrated by science reports (AFP, 2009a).  
The research proposes that alternativeness in media is derived from empirically rich 
contextual affiliations of a media source in the context of the issue, in this case, climate 
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change. As such, it is proposed that alternativeness in media for the issue of climate change, 
can be detected through a case study analysis of media frames particularly within an 
alternative geopolitical bloc in climate governance, within a particular point in time.  
While previous consideration for alternativeness of media systems was based on 
alternativeness of domestic positions on climate policy (Kenix 2008a/b), it is proposed in this 
research that differing domestic positions in the issue may not be sufficient alternative context 
within the issue for media source’s content to express alternativeness as detected by 
quantitative or qualitative means; comparing news sources from United States and New 
Zealand, both members of the Umbrella Group, Kenix’ study found media content was not 
sufficiently alternative on the discursive level. It is therefore proposed for this study focused 
on climate change reporting, that possibility alternative geopolitics rather than alternative 
domestic politics affiliation of the media sources may be a more salient factor in investigating 
alternative issue reporting. 
Developing countries which are part of the non-Annex I group, abide by the main grouping of 
Group of 77 (G-77) to establish negotiating positions within UNCCC. The G-77 represents 
minority states’ attempt to cohere political clout among 132 country members within the 194 
nation summit against interests of developed countries such as Umbrella Group. Within the 
G-77 bloc are sub-grouping of nations that have similar positions the Africa (African UN 
Regional Group), from low-lying small-island countries (Alliance of Small Island States or 
AOSIS), and Least Developed Countries (LDC’s) (UNFCCC, 2010a). The top ten most 
vulnerable nations to climate-related disasters are aligned to this geopolitical negotiating bloc 
(AFP, 2009b). Their lower levels of development imply less capacity in terms of economic 
and technical resources to respond to climate change, hence adaptation to climate impacts are 
relevant to this group. The geopolitical bloc can be viewed as alternative in its representation 
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in this issue as opposed to the Umbrella Group whose members represent the developed 
country’s perspective to climate change, in terms of fundamental relationship to the issue.   
The concept of development rights and equity in supporting a new climate regime is the main 
aspect of G-77’s alternative political position that supports an ethical perspective of common, 
but differentiated responsibilities, proposing large emissions cuts from developed countries 
and funds for developing countries (Ubac, 2009). This establishes an alternative perspective 
to climate policy from developing countries in opposition with the dominant perspective of 
climate policy from developed countries. In 2009, the spokesperson of the G-77 was elected 
to be Bernaditas Muller, a member of the Philippine delegation, to speak in the interests of the 
negotiating block (Vidal, 2009).  
Therefore, the research project proposes to locate media source alternativeness within 
alternative geopolitical affiliation of nations in order to determine alternativeness of content. 
To explore this, countries United States of America and the Republic of the Philippines are 
selected. These countries represent diametrical opposition in state of development, level of 
contribution to the issue, vulnerability to the issue, and membership in geopolitical bloc 
within the UNFCCC.  
In terms of global climate politics, the United States is a member country and dominant 
player within the Umbrella Group of developed nations at the UNFCCC, with a historical 
high level of emissions and low-levels of vulnerability and as yet is not a signatory of the 
Kyoto Protocol. Alternatively, the Philippines, a member and elected coordinator of the G-77 
Group, has low-levels of emissions and is a non-Annex 1 signatory to the Kyoto Protocol. 
The Philippines is also identified as one of the top ten most at risk nations due to climate 




3.4 Alternativeness from Media Production Scenario within Stakeholder Roles 
Alternative stakeholder position is one unique characteristic of media producers that may 
shape climate change discourse and its mediation. Within global climate governance, different 
non-state stakeholders’ observer roles are expressed through organizational ties. These 
organizational ties—whether to activist networks or press agencies—enable differential 
identification and interactions which shape the context of climate reporting practices. 
Although both civil society organizations and mainstream journalists may file news reports 
regarding the UNFCCC climate policy process, their stakeholder roles allow and limit 
different types of practice, participation and engagement which inevitably shape the news 
reporting context. 
The climate governance process is limited to specific groups of stakeholders recognized by 
the UNFCCC Secretariat. These include delegations of member states, and non-state actors 
such as international organizations, members of the press and observer organizations 
(accredited civil society organizations (UNFCCC, 2010b). It is proposed that non-state 
stakeholder positions within global governance processes like the UNFCCC is one source of 
alternativeness that shapes climate change discourse and its mediation. These differential non-
state stakeholders have positions that are expressed independently in observer roles due to 
their organizational ties. These organizational ties—whether to research institutes, labor 
groups, activist networks—enable differential identification and interactions states while 
negotiations among parties shape the context of climate reporting practices. 
Stakeholder roles among media producers with access to UN climate policy process dictate 
different accreditation policies. Non-state, non-governmental organizations are one type of 
stakeholder allowed access to negotiating halls but with limited entitlements when accredited 
compared to states. Members of the press, accredited by the secretariat, have different roles 
and levels of access within the process. They are not included in constituency groups, and 
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follow strict protocols of their profession while reporting for radio, print, broadcast or on 
web-based newspapers. Although both civil society organizations and journalists may file 
news reports regarding the climate policy process, their stakeholder roles allow different types 
of practice, participation and engagement which inevitably shape the news reporting context. 
In this context of climate governance, the press and civil-society are considered alternative 
stakeholder roles from one another. 
Mainstream media organizations per se may not be accredited to climate governance process, 
but individual journalists can be accredited as press (UNFCCC, 2010d, p.5). Application is on 
a case-by-case basis by journalist after endorsements from their editors, submission of press 
card, among other UN criteria. Journalists from online or web-based publications are required 
to be affiliated under a duly-registered press organization, and applications from online 
journalists will face the same criteria as journalists in print, radio and broadcast (UNFCCC, 
2010d, p.4-7). 
Once accredited, press members receive the necessary physical proximity to the event to 
document the climate governance process.  
All accredited press have access to the media centre, press conference room(s), 
exhibit areas, side events, open plenary sessions and any public areas in the 
conference venue. Specific information on media arrangements at conferences is 
provided through Notes to Correspondents.  These are issued at individual meetings, 
and reflect arrangements as they apply to a given venue and/or set of circumstances. 
Accredited press may conduct interviews with authorized UN officials in the staff 
area only if they have a scheduled appointment arranged with the media team. All 
accredited press accessing the conference premises must pass through security 
screening, including those with equipment (UNFCCC, 2010d, p.6) 
 
Newell studied over sixty Western environment NGOs, and concluded the value of 
environmental activists’ engagement in politics by “helping to overcome social inertia and 
bureaucratic resistance to policy (action)” (Newell 2000 in Boykoff & Roberts, 2007). The 
UN climate policy process admits more than a thousand civil society observer organizations, 
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representing sectors like business, agriculture, indigenous people, research institutes, labor 
groups, women and youth groups (UNFCCC, 2010b). Accredited non-governmental 
organizations, henceforth referred to as “Civil Society Observers,” have security access to 
summits to participate events which ordinary passersby are not able to.  
These organizational groups of Civil Society Observers are called “constituencies” within the 
UN climate governance process, and though these are not organizations, but rather 
stakeholder groups, they cannot accredit organizations. In 2009, youth were the latest 
stakeholder group given probationary status as a constituency; in previous years, activists who 
affiliated with youth stakeholder group who needed accreditation to attend the climate summit 
aimed for accreditation under the wing of a pre-accredited NGO representing other 
stakeholder groups (UNFCCC, 2010b).  
The historical groupings of Civil Society Observer organizations are described: 
Initially there were two constituencies, the business and industry nongovernmental 
organizations (BINGO) and the environmental non-governmental organizations 
(ENGO).  Other constituencies have been formed and recognized since.  Firstly, the 
local government and municipal authorities (LGMA) at COP 1, then the indigenous 
peoples organizations (IPO) at COP 7, the research and independent 
nongovernmental organizations (RINGO) at COP 9, the trade union non-
governmental organizations (TUNGO) at COP 14.  Three more groups have 
requested constituency status and are currently under review until COP 17: farmers 
and agricultural nongovernmental organizations (Farmers), women and gender non-
governmental organizations (Women and Gender) and youth non-governmental 
organizations (YOUNGO). (UNFCCC, 2010c, para.2)  
 
Recognized constituencies are able to gain particular benefits and proximity to the 
members of state in the policy making process. For those civil society organizations 
who post dispatches or write news or commentary regarding the process of climate 
governance, being in a constituency and gaining inclusion or participation in limited 
degree to a process led by states provides opportunity to influence the state of 
negotiations. Access provided to constituency groups include “access to the Plenary 
floor in the form of an intervention, allocation of secondary badges when a site access 
limit is planned by the secretariat, receipt of informal  advance information from the 
secretariat, timely information through constituency  daily meetings, occasional and 
very limited invitation to Ministerial reception by host  Governments, access to 
bilateral meetings with officials, invitation by the secretariat  to limited-access 
workshops between sessional periods, etc.” (UNFCCC, 2010c).  
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Young people, as a constituency are still in its probationary status, and are therefore 
considered alternative voices to the established constituency roster with members of academe, 
business, established environmental NGOs, etc. In the past however, youth members of 
accredited environmental organizations have been having informally been granted speaking 
roles by the UNFCCC and engaged in various protest or collaborative actions during various 
UNCCC’s in the past. In a way, this constituency provides an alternative perspective that 
press members and other accredited organizations cannot, which is related to the long-run 
orientation of the climate change problem and the need for long-run solutions.  
There are clearly differential stakeholder roles among the press and the civil society observers 
within climate governance, particularly in the expectations for observation and documentation, 
as opposed to the expectations for participation within the process itself.  Viewed from this 
perspective, and considering the differing nature of accreditation, in terms of the more 
“involved” civil society observers and the more “impartial” press observers, the research 
project considers mapping the another dimension of issue context alternativeness, the 
stakeholder roles among members of the press or member of civil society observers.  
Rules governing online journalists as members of the press and constituency groups as civil 
society organizations are stated by the UNFCCC Secretariat. However guidelines for media 
accreditation indicate that web logs or blogs are not considered online journalism. “The 
existing UN guidelines for media accreditation do not yet fully provide for blogs” while 
acknowledging that at the moment the UN is still considering treatment of blogs and bloggers 
(UNFCCCd, 2010, p.4-5). Blogs and their writers cannot be accredited as press members, 
however, in the context of constituencies, there are no provisions to prevent civil society 
organizations to produce media, such as an online blog. 
Therefore, geopolitical and stakeholder roles are proposed to be key aspects in determining 
alternativeness in the scenarios by which climate change reporting is produced within the 
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UNCCC 2009. The sufficiently alternative geopolitical affiliation of American and Philippine 
media producers and the content of media sources online will be empirically examined for 
association. In addition, the sufficiently alternative stakeholder role affiliation of press 
observers and youth activists with the online newspaper and online web logs that they make 
respectively, will be examined for association with alternativeness in media content. In this 
regard, the research project explores the following research questions: 
RQ1:  Is there an association between online media producer’s country affiliation and framing 
climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements in constructing the issue’s 
discourse? 
RQ2: Is there an association between online media producer’s stakeholder affiliation and 













CHAPTER 4 Methods 
 
This section provides an overview of research methodology used to address the research 
questions. Drawing from previous framing studies and alternative media cases, a case study of 
mainstream and alternative media reporting on a global climate change policy event will be 
selected, in order to define materially contingent context based on issue geopolitics and 
stakeholder affiliation of media sources. Quantitative content analysis of the case study will 
be undertaken to determine potential association between alternative media sources and 
alternative issue frames with the case media’s content. Further comparative qualitative 
discourse analysis of significantly alternative issue frames will be explored to ascertain 
alternative policy discourse from the recombinant frames.  
 
4.1 Case Study 
To propose alternative media to be conceptualized in particular materially contingent contexts, 
the case study selected was guided by considerations to generate an empirically-rich and 
socially-relevant sample of online mainstream and alternative climate reporting. Two 
characteristics reflecting contextual alternativeness of online media sources were considered. 
First characteristic was according to geopolitical representation in United Nations Climate 
Change Conference (UNCCC) context such as between developed (Annex I) and developing 
countries (non-Annex I), and respective negotiating blocs. Second characteristic was 
according to stakeholder categorization with access to the policy event itself, such as 
accredited press vis-à-vis accredited civil society media-producers. The online media selected 




Table 1: Online Media Sampling Scenarios 
 
The mainstream media cases, “The New York Times” (NYT) and the “Philippine Daily 
Inquirer” (PDI), represented prestige press and are longstanding professional media 
institutions from U.S. and Philippine national contexts. These traditional print news 
organizations possess online versions of daily newspapers. These online newspapers, 
www.nytimes.com and www.inquirer.net, are identified as top performing online newspapers 
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“The New York Times,” which has been in circulation since late 1800s, is widely considered 
the newspaper of record as a sufficient case for online U.S. prestige press. NYT’s global 
edition is geared towards foreign affairs alongside domestic news coverage. NYT has had an 
online web-version of the newspaper NewYorkTimes.com since 1994 (New York Times 
Company, 2010). The online version of NYT at www.nytimes.com is the top performing 
traditional newspaper website among U.S. online audiences (Nielsen Online as cited in Pew 
Research Center's Project for Excellence in Journalism, 2010). While it is the top ranked U.S. 
based online newspaper, it is also listed as the top 28th U.S. based website on Alexa Rankings, 
an effort at ranking traffic to websites by Amazon.com (Alexa Rankings, 2010 a). The 
newspaper and its online counterpart New York Times.com (www.nytimes.com) is owned by 
the media company that bears its name, The New York Times Company. The company owns 
NYT in addition to other daily newspapers and websites. Publishing family dynasty, the 
Sulzberger family, has links to ownership of the newspaper through the family trust (The New 
York Times Company, 2010). The slogan of the newspaper is on its masthead, “All the News 
That's Fit to Print” and in 2007 the slogan was updated for the online version of the 
newspaper “All the News That's Fit to Click” (New York Times, 2010, 2007). 
On the other hand, “Philippine Daily Inquirer” is the top circulating traditional print 
newspaper in the Philippines considered to be a newspaper of record; it celebrated its 25th 
year in 2010 (Duran-Apostol, 2010). The “Philippine Daily Inquirer” is an offshoot 
newspaper that arose from a group of magazine editors in response to media censorship in the 
country in the early 1980s to cover Presidential elections (Philippine Daily Inquirer Company, 
2010).  Published in the English language, its online version Inquirer.net located at 
www.inquirer.net, is the top ranked online newspaper in the Philippines and top 23rd among 
total websites for Philippine audiences (Alexa Rankings, 2010 b). Subscribing to the slogan 
“Balanced News, Fearless Views,” the newspaper is currently controlled by the Philippine 
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Daily Inquirer Company. The managing company is chaired a family dynasty that has owned 
the paper through generations (Sioson San Juan, 2010).  
The online alternative media sources sampled for this research project, both “It’s Getting Hot 
in Here” (IGHIH) and “Kalikasan (Nature) People’s Network (Kalikasan),” represented 
grassroots climate advocates affiliated with U.S. and Philippine national contexts, with 
presence at the UNCCC 2009 in Copenhagen as civil society observers to the climate policy 
process. These online web logs or blogs are located at www.itsgettinghotinhere.org and 
www.kalikasan.org, updated with news reporting from Copenhagen as and when the climate 
policy process unfolded in 2009. The climate change debate from both domestic and global 
perspectives was reported, having blog contributors located in their home country as well as 
in Denmark during the UNCCC 2009 providing regular updates online through the respective 
websites. 
“It’s Getting Hot In Here” (IGHIH) began as a community project of young activists across 
U.S. universities; the blog takes its name from the song from a hip hop song. It is hosted by a 
youth non-profit organization called SustainUS, covering a network of various student clubs 
and youth organization on environmental issues. After covering domestic climate issues and 
advocacy for their own projects, IGHIH eventually served as young climate activists’ 
collaborative blog documenting UNCCC participation. SustainUS’ accreditation as an 
observer organization allowed youth delegates to enter climate diplomacy negotiation spaces 
even if officially, young people, the constituency IGHIH represented, were not a legitimate 
and recognized stakeholder group until 2008. In 2009, a probationary youth constituency was 
represented officially in the UNFCCC process, although not on the same level as other 
stakeholders such as ENGO (Environmental NGO’s) (UNFCCC, 2010b).  
IGHIH’s blog format places high regard on currency than archived posts under pre-identified 
sections. Content is screened by peer-volunteer editors and tagged with keywords by writers 
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themselves. Its content creators are expected to have a different approach in determining 
newsworthiness on blog topics, in line with its proposed vision, than a commercial news 
service. With multiple contributors, blog content is more collaborative and decentralized, 
including a range of domestic and global issues relevant to American climate change. During 
UNCCC 2009, eye-witness accounts of the negotiation progress were side-by-side with civil 
society protest actions and domestic reporting. IGHIH’s alternative nature as media from an 
un/under-represented stakeholder may indicate why its web address is on NYT’s environment 
section blogroll. Further, satisfied were characteristics that sources were America-
based/staffed, with access to UNCCC venue and providing daily reports.  
On the other hand, the “Kalikasan People’s Network for the Environment” which blogs at 
Kalikasan.org is a national network of environmental activists that includes diverse member 
groups such as UNFCCC accredited observer organization Center for Environmental 
Concerns (CEC) Philippines, to various religious, NGO, people’s, indigenous, urban power, 
labor and agricultural grassroots, organizations. Kalikasan is the Filipino word for nature, 
which reflects is affiliation with local communities and a critical orientation that supports 
rights-based approach to mass-mobilization “to respond to the needs of the basic masses who 
are bearing the burden of the destruction of the environment” (Kalikasan, 2010). Founded in 
1997, the network holds its offices at CEC in the Philippines, and was “established to enable 
greater coordination and complementation in addressing the environmental issues which 
continue to worsen the lives of already marginalized people. So-called ‘development 
schemes,’ in particular, have caused great environmental harm with correspondingly great 
human costs” (Kalikasan, 2010).  
Two volunteer bloggers posting at Kalikasan.org are present in Copenhagen during the 
UNFCCC summit alongside nationally-dispatched news from the Philippines, including one 
youth representative affiliated with a grassroots-science based organization under Kalikasan 
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network, while another was an NGO representative accredited under CEC. Writing was 
collectively done to offer updates of experiences on global climate policy and activism from 
Copenhagen. Although the writers were quoted in some national newspaper articles to 
provide counterpoint NGO perspectives, their political position is evident in the postings 
online. News reports were sent to Manila for uploading on the site, and similar to IGHIH, all 
posts were in reverse chronological order without archiving by thematic sections. The two 
bloggers have been quoted as sources within one of PDI’s article covering the climate summit 
in the same time period. 
4.2 Content Analysis 
Atton’s contextual derivation for dominance and difference that gives rise to alternativeness 
of such media stems from the fluidity in the labels of what is mainstream and what is 
alternative (2008, 2004). Therefore, in media’s social construction of a global issue, I propose 
alternative media to be conceptualized in particular materially contingent contexts, which 
ultimately emerge through alternative framing. As such, content analysis of media products to 
determine alternativeness on the level of frames, and on the broader level of discourse, would 
be reasonable methodology to illustrate alternativeness. 
In order to examine alternative frames on climate change to emerge from the selected case 
media sources, content analysis will be undertaken. The case study content analysis time 
sampling frame covering a key global climate change policy event is salient due to heightened 
coverage from the occurrence of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change’s 15th Conference of Parties (UNFCCC COP 15), the United Nations body that 
administers the framework convention designated to mobilize governments towards a global 
climate agreement. During this time period, the UNCCC 2009 serves as the main policy 
meeting where countries were expected to derive foundations for a new agreement after 
Kyoto Protocol expires in 2012. A total of 28 days of the UN Climate Governance process in 
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2009 was included in the sample from 23 November 2009 to 1 January 2010 as well as the 
two-week period prior and after the conference to include pre and post-event residual media 
coverage. 
A content search of articles and blog posts covering this time frame included those with 
keywords “climate change” and “global warming.” Mainstream news media sources were 
searched using these terms and time period on LexisNexis database, Google’s News Archive 
Search and triangulated with similar search parameters against the online archive database of 
each newspaper. Alternative media sources were searched using these terms and time period 
using the internal online archive database of content of the blogs. A total of 507 articles and 
blog posts were identified to satisfy the selection criteria for the study. Articles or blog posts 
that were only composed of images, hyperlinks, multi-media were excluded. As a result of the 
search filters and exclusion of non-text based articles and blog entries, the total sample for 
suitable for data analysis included 440 news articles and blog posts satisfying the sampling 
frame as described. Data sample included 67 articles from NYT, 169 articles from PDI, 152 
blog posts from IGHIH and 52 blog posts from Kalikasan.   
The research project undertakes content analysis on a case of a global issue across the various 
media products to identify possible association between online media source type and framing 
climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements to address the issue. The analytical 
framework is derived from theoretical perspectives on framing of climate change (ref. Figure 
3 in Chapter 3) as previously discussed. The media frames specific to the social construction 
of climate change becomes a necessary analytical foundation for operationalizing content 
categories in this study.  
The coding frame is summarized in Figure 4. As a derivative of the previous discussion on the 
media framing of climate change, the coding frame is a system perspective of issue 
construction through presence of categories of media content. Also in keeping with the 
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A Coding Frame Maps Presence of a Media Producer’s Selection of Specific Frames.
The Particular Combination of Frames May Shape Policy Narratives about Climate Change. 
3. First Level Content Category:
Policy Elements
3.1 Second Level Content Category:
Time Perspective Frame
3.1.1.  Time Perspective (Long-Term)
3.1.2. No Mention of Time





3.2.4. No Mention of Economics





3.3.4. No Mention of Politics
3.4. Second Level Content Category 
Action/Solution Perspective Frame
3.4.1. Personal Action
3.4.2.  Collective Action
3.4.3. Policy Action
3.4.4. Science and Technology Action







2. First Level Content Category: 
Ethical/Normative Elements
2.1. Second Level Content Category: 
Moral/Ethical Evaluation Frame
2.1.1. Moral obligation (Kantian)
2.1.2. Equal burden for all (Benthamide)
2.1.3. Differentiated responsibility (Rawlsian)
2.1.4. No Mention of Ethics





2.2.4. Business Accountability 
2.2.5. NGO’s Accountability
2.2.6. IGO’s/IO’s Accountability
2.2.7. All Parties’ Accountability
2.2.8. No Mention of Parties’ Accountability 
Conflict Between Parties Frame
2.2.9. Dev’t vs. Developing Countries
2.2.10. Specific Country vs. Other Countries
2.2.11. Business vs. Government
2.2.12. NGO’s/Activist vs. Government
2.2.13. NGO’s/Activist vs. Government 
2.2.14. Academe/Scientists vs. Government
2.2.15.  IO’s vs. Government
2.2.16. Marginalized Group vs. Majority Groups
2.2.17. Older Generation vs. Younger Generation
2.2.18. No Mention of Conflict Between Parties
1. First Level Content Category :
Causes, Impacts, Risk Elements 
1.1. Second Level Content Category  
Scientific/Technical Uncertainty Frame
1.1.1. Science suggests a real risk.
1.1.2. Science is uncertain about issue
1.1.3. Science suggests not a real risk.




1.1.7. No Mention of Impacts
1.2. Second Level Content Category:
Identified Risks Frame
1.2.1. Risk to Justice
1.2.2. Risk to Equity
1.2.3. Risk to Security
1.2.4. Risk to Reputation
1.2.5. No Mention of  Type of Risk
Identified Affected Parties (At-Risk) Frame
1.2.6. Risk to Developed Country
1.2.7. Risk to  Developing Country
1.2.8. Risk to Vulnerable Group
1.2.9. No Mention of Affected Party
combined deductive – inductive approach of developing content analysis categories (Matthes 
& Kohring, 2008), the content categories in the coding frame were derived from pre-testing 
codes on a sample of the data, with additional codes derived from the media content added to 
for comprehensiveness. The codes originally developed and pre-tested on climate change 
reporting from UNCCC 2008. Upon further pre-testing on climate change reporting from 
UNCCC 2009, it was found that scientific frames needed to be added since the issue of 
Climategate occurred in 2009 and brought back the climate science debate that was missing in 
the 2008 reporting. 
Figure 4: Coding Frame Operationalizing Representation of Climate Change in Media 
Figure 4: Coding Frame Operationalizing Representation of Climate Change in Media (Boykoff 
& Boykoff. 2004; Boykoff & Roberts, 2007; Carvalho, 2007, 2005; Brossard, et. al, 2004; Entman, 
1993; Dahinden, 2002; Druckman, 2001 in McDonald, 2009; Kenix 2008; Li, 2007;  McComas & 
Shanahan, 1999; Durant, Bauer & Gaskell, 1998, Gamson & Modigliani, 1989,  Nisbet & 
Lewenstein, 2002 as cited in Nisbet, 2009; Olausson, 2009; Trumbo, 1996) 
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The coding frame serves as an analytical tool to detect media framing presence. It divides 
issue construction into first-level content categories present in media content, corresponding 
to theoretical aspects of framing climate change in terms of “Causes, Impacts, Risk Elements” 
(Figure 4-1), “Ethical and Normative Elements” (Figure 4-2), and “Policy Elements” (Figure 
4-3) from the left-most to the right-most part of figure.  
Under the first-level content categories, are the second-level content categories that comprise 
its more specific manifestations, once again drawing from previous discussion on theoretical 
aspects of media framing of climate change. The analytical potential of the coding frame is 
discussed by moving in terms of the categories from left to right of the figure. 
The left most part of Figure 5 shows the first-level content category representing the issue 
frame of “Causes, Impacts and Risk Elements” (Figure 4-1) can be divided into second-level 
issue frames coded for presence within the media content by human coders. The second-level 
content categories, namely “Scientific/Technical Uncertainty Frame” (Figure 4-1.1.) covering 
causes of climate change, the “Consequences/Impacts Frame” (Figure 4-1.2.) covering 
impacts of climate change, the “Identified Risks Frame” (Figure 4-1.3) covering type of risks 
associated with climate change impacts, and  “Identified Affected Parties (At-Risk) Frame” 
(Figure 4-1.4) covering groups of persons at-risk summarize related frames that rely on media 
producer’s interpretation of scientific facts and their selection over other alternative 
interpretations.  
More distinctive, are frames within media content that are represented by arguments on the 
causes of climate change “Science suggests a real risk” (Figure 4-1.1.1.), “Science is 
uncertain about issue” (Figure 4-1.1.2.), and “Science suggests not a real risk” (Figure 4-1.1.3) 
or if the causes of science are not represented at all “No Mention of Science” (Figure 4-
1.1.1.4). The first three aforementioned content categories differently propose a particular 
interpretation of the issue’s scientific cause and sets the tone for fundamental knowledge 
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regarding it, such as whether climate change is caused by humans and whether the 
phenomenon is indeed documented by scientific knowledge to a level of certainty that 
confirms the gravity of the issue. The fourth category implies absence of any mention of 
science knowledge on climate change to mean that scientific cause (and its level of certainty) 
is a non-issue. Specific frames within media content on climate impacts or consequences 
“Environmental Impacts” (Figure 4-1.1.5), “Human Impacts” (Figure 4-1.1.6), or the absence 
of which “No Mention of Impacts” (Figure 4-1.1.7) propose an interpretation of symptoms of 
the environmental issue’s effect, where impacts are manifested in the realm of ecological life 
(nature or biological world), realm of human life, or not part of the issue representation. 
Frames which express the risk type purported by the issue to threaten  aspects of human life 
including future violation of human rights  “Risk to Justice” (Figure 4-1.2.1), future unequal 
distribution of climate impacts, costs and benefits “Risk to Equity” (Figure 4-1.2.2), threats to 
future human stability and socio-economic security “Risk to Security” (Figure 4-1.2.3), and 
threats to future socio-political stature “Risk to Reputation” (Figure 4-1.2.4), while “No 
Mention of  Type of Risk” (Figure 4-1.2.5) covers media content that does not represent any 
future threats to human life. In line with frames of future risks associated with the issue, is 
media content’s identification of a particular high-risk party due to climate change, which 
may be a developed country “Risk to Developed Country” (Figure 4-1.2.6), a developing 
country “Risk to  Developing Country” (Figure 4-1.2.7), an economically, socially or 
politically vulnerable group “Risk to Vulnerable Group” (Figure 5-1.2.8); alternatively the 
lack of an identified group affected by climate change, covered by the category “No Mention 
of Affected Party” (Figure 4-1.2.9) implies that media representation does not identify 
specific groups bearing the burden of the issue. 
Frames under second-level content categories are related in terms of analytical implications. 
The “Science suggests a real risk” frame (Figure 4-1.1.1.) promotes portrayal within media 
content that scientific knowledge regarding anthropogenic climate change exists, hence the 
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issue poses risks to humankind and environment. This is connected to the content category of 
“Human Impacts” (Figure 4-1.1.5) particularly as this understanding of issue certainty 
promotes portrayals of the issue symptoms in daily life due to human interdependence on 
natural environment. Examples include forced migration due to sea level rise, or limited 
agricultural productivity due to extreme weather events as a consequence of climate change. 
As such, the future threat to human life may be evident through presence of the frames “Risk 
to Justice” (Figure 4-1.2.1), “Risk to Equity” (Figure 4-1.2.2), “Risk to Security” (Figure 4-
1.2.3), “Risk to Reputation” (Figure 4-1.2.4), as well as frames which specify identifiable 
potential victims of the future risks “Risk to Developed Country” (Figure 4-1.2.6), “Risk to  
Developing Country” (Figure 4-1.2.7),  “Risk to Vulnerable Group” (Figure 4-1.2.8). 
Conversely, the “Science suggests not a real risk” frame (Figure 4-1.1.3.) includes media 
content that proposes scientific knowledge does not find climate change to be a risk because 
the problem does not exist or effects are positive. The “Science is uncertain about issue” 
frame (Figure 4-1.1.2.) represents arguments that portray the scientific knowledge as shaky 
and unreliable, with conflicting and inconclusive findings by scientific community regarding 
the issue, such as whether climate change is indeed caused by human activity or not. These 
may be connected to the frame “Environment Impacts” (Figure 4-1.1.5) particularly as these 
causal frames promote understanding of climate change as natural and therefore resulting 
consequences are mainly manifested in the natural or biological realm with no real future risk 
to any aspect of human life. The assessment of impacts and causes of the issue are related to 
downplaying the risks by omitting mention of the nature of risk to humans “No Mention of  
Type of Risk” (Figure 4-1.2.5) covers, and any identifiable at-risk groups “No Mention of 
Affected Party” (Figure 4-1.2.9) within media content. 
Moving from the right of the “Causes, Impacts, Risk Elements” category in the flow chart is 
the first-level content category representing the issue frame of “Ethical/Normative Elements” 
!&+!
!
(Figure 4-2). This category can be sub-divided into three second-level issue frame categories, 
namely “Moral/Ethical Evaluation Frame” (Figure 4-2.1.) covering representation of ethical 
arguments involved in climate change, the “Public Accountability Frame” (Figure 4-2.2.) 
covering perceived public accountability to resolve climate change, and the “Conflict between 
Parties Frame” (Figure 4-2.3) covering perceived conflicts between involved parties in 
addressing the issue. The sub-categories collectively summarize related frames that rely on 
media producer’s normative interpretation for ethics, accountability, and competing interests 
within climate change, and their selection over other alternative interpretations.  
The category of “Moral, Ethical Evaluation” identifies specific frames within media content  
containing arguments related to addressing climate change “Moral Obligation (Kantian)” 
(Figure 4-2.1.1.), “Equal Burden (Benthamide)” (Figure 4-2.1.2.), and “Differentiated 
Responsibility” (Figure 4-2.1.3) or if ethics are not represented at all “No Mention of Ethics” 
(Figure 4-2.1.4). The first three aforementioned content categories each differently propose a 
particular normative interpretation of the issue which sets the tone for what should be done 
about climate change, (such as whether the matter be resolved due to morality and obligation 
of current generations to future generations, or with an understanding of distributive equity in 
responsibility as opposed to shared burdens across different parties).  The fourth category 
implies absence of any mention of climate change ethics, therefore implying the issue has no 
normative, ethical or moral component. The specific frames within the media content on 
parties identified to be publicly accountable to address climate change are reflected by the 
second-level category “Public Accountability Frame” (Figure 4-2.2), including specific 
frames “Government Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.1), “Media Accountability” (Figure 4-
2.2.2), “Academe/Scientist Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.3), “Business Accountability” 
(Figure 4-2.2.4), “ Non-Governmental Organization (NGOs) Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.5), 
and “International Organization (IOs) or International-Governmental Organization (IGOs) 
Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.6). As a catch-all for general statements that the burden to 
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address climate change is on society-at-large or collective parties, the specific frame of “All 
Parties’ Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.7) contrasts with the absence of any mention of public 
accountability in the frame “No Mention of Parties’ Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.8).  The 
identification of accountable parties and the framework of norms under which the content 
subscribes brings forth conflict and competition among various groups which are identified in 
the “Conflict Between Parties Frame” which express the various antagonisms in addressing 
climate change such in terms of nation-states that are divided in levels of development such as 
“Developed vs. Developing Countries” (Figure 4-2.2.9), or finger-pointing among each other 
“Specific Country vs. Other Countries” (Figure 4-2.2.10); in terms of sectors in society that 
face uneven responsibility such as “Business vs. Government” (Figure 4-2.2.11), 
“NGOs/Activists vs. Government” (Figure 4-2.2.12), NGOs/Activists vs. Business” (Figure 
4-2.2.13), “Academme/Scientist vs. Government” (Figure 4-2.2.14), “IOs vs. Government” 
(Figure 4-2.2.15), where the division may be exacerbated by socially marginal status such as 
by ethnicity or poverty “Marginalized Groups vs. Majority Groups” (Figure 4-2.2.16), or 
temporal or generational gaps such as “Present (Older) vs. Future (Younger) Generations” 
(Figure 4-2.2.17). The absence of any mention between conflicting groups is recorded under 
the frame “No Mention of Conflict Between Parties” (Figure 4-2.2.18).  
Under this section (Figure 4-2), the presence of indicators regarding urgency and 
identification of responsible actors to resolve the issue correspond to particular notions of 
principle and correctness in action. Representation of frameworks for normative interpretation 
of the issue on what should be done is related to the previous section “Causes, Impacts, Risk 
Elements” (Figure 4-1) since understanding the causes and effects of the issue, assessment of 
its impacts and the type of risks involved to humans may indicate frames evaluate how to 
view the problem in terms of competing and responsible parties as opposed to impacted or 
vulnerable parties. Further, the representation of normative aspects has indications for the 
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nature of solution or action that is prescribed in the next category on “Policy Elements” 
(Figure 4-3).   
For example the Kantian perspective that climate change must be addressed “Moral 
Obligation” (Figure 4-2.1.1) when coupled with the concept of distributive justice and equity 
in action “Differential Responsibility” (Figure 4-2.1.3) may indicate the view that some 
parties are at risk or vulnerable to climate change, while other parties are more accountable 
and responsible to act on it than others. Under this view, accountability for industries that 
emit the climate change-causing greenhouses “Business Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.4) and 
developed countries that historically emit high levels of greenhouses (i.e. Annex I 
industrialized nations) (Figure 4-2.2.1) would be framed in necessary confrontation by civic 
organizations “NGOs Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.5), “Media Accountability” (Figure 4-
2.2.2), “Academme/Scientist Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.3) that insist on state-level or 
governmental action “Government Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.1), business action 
“Business Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.4), or political action globally “IGOs/IOs 
Accountability” (Figure 4-2.2.7). Identifying particular parties of normative responsibility to 
address the issue may manifest conflict between parties whether in the streets during protests 
“NGOs/Activists vs. Governments” (Figure 4-2.2.12), in the coal power plants 
“NGOs/Activists vs. Business” (Figure 4-2.2.13) or within the halls of policy-making 
negotiations “Academe/Scientists vs. Government” (Figure 4-2.2.14) that are critical of the 
present generation of leaders (i.e. adults of this decade) “Present vs. Future Generations” 
(Figure 4-2.2.17), the divide between geopolitics “Developed vs. Developing Countries” 
(Figure 4-2.2.9) or the gulf between the vulnerable or minority groups “Marginalized Groups 
vs. Majority Groups” (Figure 4-2.2.16). Mention of “Equal Burden” (Figure 4-1.3) ethical 
argument proposes all parties share the burden to address the issue, then conflict may arise 
when collective accountability is required between sectors. On the other hand, “No Mention 
of Ethics” (Figure 4-2.1.4), “No Mention of Parties’ Accountability” Figure 4-2.2.8) and “No 
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Mention of Competing Parties” Figure (4-2.2.18) may imply absence of normative principles 
in content, indicating a less contentious issue.  
These may be connected to the frame on the right-most part of the flow chart “Policy 
Elements” (Figure 4-3). This section includes sub-categories that detail various aspects of 
addressing the issue in terms of policy; for example, the issue is perceived to hold 
governments accountable to action, such as views related to long-run vis-à-vis short-term 
perspective of the solutions “Time Perspective Frame (Short-Term Long Term-Costs vs. 
Gains)” (Figure 4-3.1.1), economic aspects on benefits, effects and costs to address the issue 
“Economic Prospects” (Figure 4-3.2.1), “Economic Impacts” (Figure 4-3.2.2), “Economic 
Costs” (Figure 4-3-2-3), political sphere to address the issue “National Politics” (Figure 4-
3.3.1), “Regional Politics” (Figure 4-3.3.2) or “Global Politics” (Figure 4-3.3.3), and 
legislative, technological or cooperative responses respectively “Policy Action” (Figure 4-
3.4.3) “Science and Technology Action” (Figure 4-3.4.4), “Collective Action” (Figure 4-
3.4.2). This line of thinking may be connected to “Green Governmentality” discourse 
discussed earlier that identifies greater role for governmental action in form of legislation, 
policy and bureaucracy as supported by science to solve the issue. On the other hand, if the 
perspective ascribed responsibility to business action or government financing to address 
climate change, the policy represented may relate to economic perspective “Economic 
Prospects” (Figure 4-3.2.1), “Economic Impacts” (Figure 4-3.2.2), “Economic Costs” (Figure 
4-3.2.3) in the context of government cooperation with industry and science.  This line of 
thinking may be supported by policy discourse “Ecological Modernization” described in the 
earlier chapters highlighting interactions between government and business enabling market-
oriented responses to address climate change. Finally, should there be mention of frames 
related to solving climate change through individual action like lifestyle changes “Personal 
Action” (Figure 4-3.4.1) or cooperative action like carpooling or mass-organizing “Collective 
Action” (Figure 4-3.4.2) vis-à-vis mention of policy elements ascribed to economy or 
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government, it is possible that “Civic Environmentalism” discourse is referred since 
consumer lifestyles that consume energy are the cause of climate change, while demand for 
energy and emission of greenhouse gases may view all  people accountable for the issue, not 
just governments or business. 
The elucidation of content categories, and the detailed codebook derived from the theoretical 
perspective on framing are located in Appendix I.  The codebook was initially developed 
from a pilot test on 2008 American media climate reporting. This was updated for the thesis 
with additional 2nd level codes (based on a preliminary pre-test of the codebook on 2009 data). 
Based on the pre-test on 2009, it was found that science-related frames were needed for 
comprehensiveness; during this time the new climate science scandal, “Climategate” emerged 
and codes based on 2008 pilot test were not able to reflect stories specific discussing the 
certainty of climate science. 
The coding unit is the natural line of text (of newspaper article or blog post), while analysis 
will be conducted on each article or post. A second coder was located, ascertaining sufficient 
inter-coder reliability across 20% of the sample. Average value for Krippendorff’s alpha was 
0.948. Specific alpha values for coding categories are located in the Appendix (Appendix III 
Inter-Coder Reliability Test Results). Coding is undertaken by indicating presence (1) or 
absence (0) of each code for each line, applying multiple second-level codes on each natural 
line of text. The presence (1) or absence (0) of each code indicates presences or absence of a 
particular frame. Images, hyperlinks, multi-media videos contained with the online newspaper 
article or blog post will not be included for coding. 
For example, “If these emissions fail to peak less than a decade from now, the world is 
doomed to more vicious droughts, flood, rising seas and storms, spelling hunger, 
homelessness and disease for millions, the experts say” (Ingham, 2009, para.8) is coded “1” 
indicating presence for “Science suggest a real risk,” “Environmental Impacts” and “Human 
!&%!
!
Impacts” frames. This content is coded “0” indicating absence for “Science is uncertain about 
issue,” “Science does not suggest a real risk,” “No Mention of Science,” and “No Mention of 
Impacts” frames.  
Another example, “In Australia, organizers said around 50,000 people had taken to the streets 
nationwide, wearing sky-blue shoelaces in a call for a strong and binding agreement in 
Copenhagen” (Ingham, 2009, para.9) is coded “1” indicating presence for “Collective Action,” 
“Policy Action,” “National Politics,” “Global Politics” frames within the broader categories 
of “Action/Solutions” and “Politics.” This content is coded “0” indicating absence for 
“Personal Action,” “Science and Technology Action,” “No Mention of Action,” “Regional 
Politics” and “No Mention of Politics” frames. 
4.3 Data Analysis 
Analysis of the data from quantitative content analysis was undertaken through summarizing 
codes present in each article across online media sources. As it is proposed that 
alternativeness in climate governance arises from geopolitical and stakeholder differentiation, 
these two contexts will be examined. To lower the risk arising from variation in quantities of 
each media source’s data points, the more conservative Fisher’s Exact Test was used to 
statistically ascertain whether significant differences may exist between content categories 
and differing media sources. 
To address RQ1 for possible association between an online media producer’s country 
affiliation and differences in framing climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy 
elements in constructing the issue, the aspect of media source’s stakeholder affiliation was 
assumed to be and held constant. This research question aimed to understand alternativeness 
in issue framing arising from geopolitical contexts within climate policy, in this case that of 
differential country affiliation by the media producers. As such, statistical analysis was 
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undertaken pair-wise in order for significant differences in geopolitical contingencies to arise 
through framing (by holding the aspects of media sources’ stakeholder affiliation constant).  
To hold stakeholder affiliation of the sampled media sources constant (“Press Observers” vis-
à-vis “Civil Society Observers” implies to run statistical tests across the same media source 
type. First, in order to keep affiliation of media sources as “Press Observer” stakeholders 
constant, Fisher’s Exact Test will be conducted across samples from the same media source 
type, “Proposed Mainstream Media.” Media sources affiliated with “Proposed Mainstream 
Media” production context and “Press Observer” stakeholder roles such as the online 
newspapers New York Times.com (NYT) and Inquirer.net (PDI) will be analyzed. Similarly 
to hold affiliation to the “Civil Society Observers” stakeholder role constant, testing will be 
done across the same media source type, “Proposed Alternative Media.” Media sources 
affiliated with “Proposed Alternative Media” production context and “Civil Society 
Organization” stakeholder roles such as blogs Its Getting Hot in Here.org (IGHIH) and 
Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan) will be analyzed.  
Under this scenario, any statistically significant results in differences between frames in 
online media content is expected to be due to affiliation to geopolitical contexts within the 
issue’s governance, whether an online media source is affiliated with Annex I/Developed 
Country/Umbrella Group Negotiating Bloc like the American media sources or non-Annex 
I/Developing Country/G-77 Negotiating Bloc like the Philippine media sources. 
To address RQ2 if there is possible association between the online media producer’s source 
type and differences in framing climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements, 
geopolitical affiliation of media sources will be held constant.  Holding geopolitical affiliation 
of media sources constant in the analysis between “Annex 1/Developed Countries/Umbrella 
Group” and “Non-Annex1/Developing Countries/Group of 77” implies running statistical 
tests of difference across the same media source country affiliation. In order to keep 
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affiliation of media sources constant, testing will be done between pair-wise sets of 
“American Media” and “Philippine Media.” American media sources with “Annex 
1/Developed Countries/Umbrella Group” geopolitical context such as the New York 
Times.com (NYT) and It’s Getting Hot in Here.org (IGHIH) will be analyzed. Similarly to 
hold affiliation to the “Non-Annex1/Developing Countries/Group of 77” geopolitical 
affiliation constant, testing will be done across the same media source type, Philippine media 
sources Inquirer.net (PDI) and Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan). Under this scenario, any 
statistically significant results in differences between frames in online media content is 
expected to be due to affiliation to stakeholder roles within the issue’s governance and media 
production contexts, whether an online media source is affiliated with “Press Observer” 
stakeholder role like “Proposed Mainstream Media” sources or “Civil Society Observer” 
stakeholder role like the “Proposed Alternative Media.” 
Statistically significant findings at 99% confidence level (Fisher’s Exact Test p value < .01) 
were summarized in table form. The first two testing scenarios highlight alternative 
geopolitics as source of alternative framing. The tables summarize results for significant 
climate change reporting frames associated across media source’s country affiliation. Further, 
under the final two testing scenarios to highlight alternative stakeholder roles as source of 
alternative framing, the tables summarize results for significantly differing climate change 
reporting frames across media source’s type and stakeholder affiliation.  
Radial graphs illustrating percentage variation of statistically significant content categories at 
99% confidence level presents first level content categories (Causes, Impacts, Risk Elements; 
Ethical, Normative Elements; Policy Elements). The comparative radial graphs were 




A qualitative comparative analysis of the emergence of certain policy discourses found as a 
result of the content analysis were undertaken in order to see on the level of discourse how 
alternative framing is expressed by the media sources. The qualitative comparative analysis is 
undertaken by identifying narratives arising from statistically significant frames to allow 
emergence of certain discourse by identifying policy discourse from the literature. Dryzek 
(1997) cites four structural elements used in defining environmental discourses that promote a 
particular interpretation of the issue.  These four elements are: basic entities whose existence 
is recognized or constructed, assumptions about natural relationships, agents and their 
motives, and key metaphors and other rhetorical devices. Combinations of selected frames 
into frame packages constitute certain types of environmental policy meta-discourses. 
Constituted discourses about environmental politics contain varying degrees of embedded 
norms that present particular aspects of the issue’s cause, effect, ethics, notions of 
responsibility, and institutional arrangements between stakeholders, as more salient than other 
alternatives. As such, Dryzek’s four elements serve as building blocks of these discourses 
culminate in the promotion of certain dominant responses in the realm of global policy to 
address environmental issues. 
To constitute presence of policy discourses previously mentioned (Green Governmentality, 
Ecological Modernization, and Civic Environmentalism discourses in Backstrand & 
Lovbrand, 2007), the adapted coding frame included elements whose tracks contributed to 
issue-construction and policy responses; such categories were associated with thematic labels 
organically generated through a manual textual comparison of media sources across 
geopolitical and stakeholder affiliation.   
It is noted that this study’s utilization of contextually unique methods, seeks understand the 
nature of alternative media framing. The case study on mainstream and alternative media 
within geopolitical and stakeholder contexts, allows the proposal alternative media to be 
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conceptualized in particular materially contingencies based on the issue, which in this case is 
global climate change. The content analysis of such sampled case’s media frames allow 
examination of alternative frames on climate change to emerge, while the qualitative 
comparative analysis undertaken enables identification of narratives arising from statistically 
significant frames to allow emergence of certain policy discourse. In light of its empirical 
richness and contextual depth, this eclectic method does not aim for a representative outcome 
as evident in its purposive sampling of media sources, which focused on depth and salience 
rather than breadth.  The study’s findings, grounded in the point of view that media 
alternativeness is a dynamic phenomenon based on particular contingent and materials 
contexts, imply the method to undertake the study can be applied in further research but that 
given other times, other contexts, other political realities the frames may not be suitably 
alternative from one another. Further the selection of the issue covered as a case of this study 












CHAPTER 5 Findings 
 
This section reports content analysis and qualitative analysis findings to explore the presence 
of alternative issue frames, and related meta-discourses. As a result of quantitative content 
analysis, statistically significant results from Fishers’ Exact Test to determine association 
between alternative sources and alternative framing of a global climate change policy event 
will be presented. Content analysis findings will be complimented by outcomes of qualitative 
analysis of textual content corresponding to the statistically significant frames across media 
sources. Findings from discourse analysis of recombinant frames will be discussed 
considering the scenarios on alternative geopolitics or alternative stakeholder affiliation to 
identify nature of alternative media framing of climate policy. 
 
 5.1 Alternative Framing: Association between Sources Affiliations and Frames 
Statistical differences in specific frames were found to exist among online media sources. 
Statistically significant frames at the 99% level of confidence indicate probable association 
between alternative sources affiliations and alternative frames. The graph shows the 
percentage of significant differences among frames and alternatively affiliated online media 
sources (Figure 5). Top level results showed nearly half of alternative media sources 
contained significantly differing issue frames from one another, indicating possible 
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Between 35 to 65% of frames were significantly different across four testing scenarios. 
Alternative contexts of media sources reflected in alternative geopolitical and stakeholder role 
affiliations may enable empirical exploration of alternative media framing. The scenario with 
the largest percentage of significantly different frames at 65% compared online newspapers 
PDI and NYT by geopolitical affiliation. Forty-seven percent of frames between activist blogs 
IGHIH from United States and Kalikasan from Philippines were significantly different from 
one another. American stakeholder media sources, online newspaper New York Times.com 
(NYT) and activist blog It’s Getting Hot in Here.org (IGHIH) found 49% frames to be 
significantly different from one another. Thirty-five percent of frames were found to be 
significantly different when comparing Philippine stakeholder sources, online newspaper 
Inquirer.net (PDI) and activist blog Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan).   
5.2 Alternative Geopolitics: Climate Change Reporting Frames   
Quantitative content analysis findings illustrate association between online media producer’s 
geopolitical affiliation and differences in framing climate change impact and risk, ethics and 





Table 2: !Causes, Impacts and Risk Frames Across Countries for Online Newspapers ! !
 !  !Inquirer.net  (PDI)! !  !New York Times.com (NYT)! ! Fisher's  Exact Test ! !
!  !  !  !  !  !
!  ! !  ! !  ! !  !
Consequences/Impacts Frame! !  !  !  !
Environmental Impacts! ! 60%! ! 37%! ! **0.002! !
Human Impacts! ! 60%! ! 36%! ! **0.001! !
No Mention of Impacts! ! 31%! ! 52%! ! **0.003! !
Identified Risks Frame! !  !  !  !
Risk to Justice! ! 19%! ! 3%! ! **0.001! !
Risk to Security! ! 57%! ! 33%! ! **0.001! !
Identif!ied Affected Parties Frame! !  !  !  !
Risk to Developed Country! ! 5%! ! 19%! ! **0.002! !
Risk to Developing Country! ! 60%! ! 40%! ! **0.006! !
Risk to Vulnerable Group! ! 60%! ! 33%! ! **0.000! !
**p < .01!  !  !  !  !
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Table 2: !Causes, Impacts and Risk F ames Across Countries for Online Newspapers ! !
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!  !  !  !  !  !
!  ! !  ! !  ! !  !
Consequence /Impacts Frame! !  !  !  !
Environmental Impacts! ! 60 ! ! 37%! ! **0.002! !
Human Impact ! ! 60%! ! 36%! ! **0.001! !
No Mention of Impacts! ! 31 ! ! 52%! ! **0.003! !
Identified Risks Frame! !  !  !  !
isk to Justic ! ! 19%! ! 3%! ! **0.001! !
Risk to S curity! ! 57 ! ! 33%! ! **0.001! !
Identif!ied Affected Par ies Frame! !  !  !  !
Risk to Dev loped Country! ! 5 ! ! 19%! ! **0.002! !
Risk to Developing Country! ! 60%! ! 40%! ! **0.006! !
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differing geopolitical affiliations, since media production contexts are grounded within state 
geopolitics in UNCCC. Such media sources within the case study were affiliated with 
contextually alternative geopolitical roles like that of Philippines, a developing state/member 
of G-77 negotiating bloc, or like that of U.S., a developed state/member of the Umbrella 
Group negotiating bloc.  
5.2.1 Alternative Online Newspaper Geopolitics 
 
 




Note: All differences are significant at p<.01 
 
Statistically significant differences in causes, impacts and risk frames across countries by 
online newspaper are summarized (Table 2). Frames on climate impacts, risks and vulnerable 
groups significantly differed at 99% confidence level between online newspaper sources, with 
PDI representing the Philippine-affiliated source, and NYT representing the American-
affiliated source. While differences in frames portraying issue consequences—“Human 
Impact,” “Environmental Impact” and “No Mention of Impact—were associated with 
alternative geopolitical affiliation, PDI was more likely to include human and environmental 
consequences in news reporting than NYT. PDI ascribed more types of human risks with 
frames “Risk to Justice,” “Risk to Security” and identifying at-risk parties in its frames “Risk 
to Developing Country” and “Risk to Vulnerable Group.” NYT was not likely to mention 
climate impacts in its news and mention risks to developed countries than PDI.  
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Table 3 summarizes significant associations between ethics and normative frames across 
countries by online newspapers. Significant differences between news sources at 99% level of 
confidence were found in the use of the “Equal Burden for all” ethical frame and “Business 
Accountability” frame. Both frames are more frequently found in NYT rather than PDI, 
which may be related to use of the “Business vs. Government” conflict frame by NYT.  
!
Significant differences between policy and action frames and geopolitical affiliations of 
online newspapers are summarized in Table 4. Statistically significant differences may be 
found between “Time Perspective,” “Economic Prospects,” “No Mention of Economics” and 
“Collective Action” frames at 99% confidence level and geopolitical affiliation of online 
newspapers. NYT was less likely to mention long-run oriented policy or action and was more 
likely to mention “Economic Prospects” than PDI. PDI was more likely to omit this 
perspective via the “No Mention of Economics” frame. NYT was found to deploy less frames 
highlighting action by collectives “Collective Action” frame which was statistically 
significant.  
 
Alternative constructions of climate change associated with online newspaper’s geopolitical 
affiliation are shown in Figure 6. The flowchart illustrates the manner that climate change is 
framed by the sampled online media. Chapter 2 discusses theoretical perspectives on media 
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Table 3: !Ethics, Normative Frames by Across Countries for Online Newspapers! !
 !
 !  !Inquirer.net  (PDI)! !  !New York Times.com (NYT)! ! Fisher's  Exact Test ! !
Moral/Ethical Evaluation! !Frame! !  !  !  !
Equal Burden! !Ethics! ! 18%! ! 33%! ! **0.015! !
Public Accountability! !Fr!ame! !  !  !  !
Business Accountability! ! 11%! ! 28%! ! **0.003! !
All !Parties !Accountability! ! 9%! ! 1%! ! *0.047! !
Conflict Between Parties! !Frame! !  !  !  !
Business  vs!.! !Government! ! 7%! ! 16%! ! *0.025! !
Marginal !Group !vs!.! !Majority! !Group! ! 41%! ! 25%! ! *0.035! !
*p<.05, **p < .01! !  !  !  !
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Table 4: !Policy and Action Frames by Across Countries by Online Newspapers! !
 !
 !  !Inquirer.net  (PDI)! !  !New Y!ork Times.com (NYT)! !  !Fisher’s Exact Test! !
Time Perspective! !Frame! !  !  !  !
Time Perspective (Long Term)! ! 54%! ! 19%! ! **0.000! !
Economic Perspective! !Frame! !  !  !  !
Economic Prospects! ! 24%! ! 55%! ! **0.000! !
Economic Impacts! ! 25%! ! 42%! ! *0.018! !
No Mention of Economic Perspective! ! 39%! ! 21!%! ! **0.009! !
Action/Solution Perspective! !Frame! !  !  !  !
Personal! !Action! ! 25%! ! 12%! ! *0.034! !
Collective! !Action! ! 83%! ! 64%! ! **0.003! !
*p<.05, **p < .01! !
!
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framing of climate change. From left to right, the elements of a climate information source’s 
issue construction are identified by presenting specific frames related to (1) causes, impacts 
and risks, (2) ethical and normative evaluations and (3) policy and action elements proposed. 
Each of these categories provide a comparative view of alternative framing in a visual manner. 
The radial graphs indicate the in-source percentage of significantly different frames based on 
the content analysis. Taken in succession, these radial graphs illustrate relations between the 
presence of significantly alternative frames and its recombinant shaping of alternative 
narratives about the issue by the compared climate information sources. 
Figure 6: Framing of Climate Change (Across Countries by Online Newspapers) 
 
PDI was more likely to include environmental consequences and human risks in terms of 
climate change vulnerability in its news reporting, while NYT mentions less climate impacts 
in its news while exhibiting greater mentions of economic impacts among developed 
countries. Further, PDI ran an edited version of the global editorial on climate change, which 
NYT did not. “The Guardian” newspaper initiated a collective editorial on newspapers’ front 
pages for UNCCC’s opening. 
Today 56 newspapers in 45 countries take the unprecedented step of speaking with 
one voice through a common editorial. We do so because humanity faces a profound 
emergency. Unless we combine to take decisive action, climate change will ravage 
our planet, and with it our prosperity and security. The dangers have been becoming 
apparent for a generation. Now the facts have started to speak: 11 of the past 14 years 
have been the warmest on record, the Arctic ice-cap is melting and last year’s 
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inflamed oil and food prices provide a foretaste of future havoc. In scientific journals 
the question is no longer whether humans are to blame, but how little time we have 
got left to limit the damage. Yet so far the world’s response has been feeble and half-
hearted. (Doyo, 2009, para. 4-5) 
A PDI report expressed vulnerability in the Philippine President’s speech during UNCCC 
“(t)he average person in the world has a per capita carbon footprint of 6 tons, while the 
average Filipino has a per capita carbon footprint of only 1.6 tons. But the Philippines is in 
the top 12 countries facing the greatest risk from the effects of climate change” (Arroyo in 
Ubac, 2009, para.12). PDI reporting similarly excluded from NYT is threatened Kiribati 
island’s appeal to employ its environmental refugees (Wasuka, 2009).  
“Equal Burden for all” ethical frame and “Business Accountability” frame were prominently 
found in NYT, which may be related to presence of the “Economic Prospects” and “Business 
vs. Government” conflict frames. The argument “Equal Burden for all” is America’s political 
stance in not joining the Kyoto Protocol since climate emission targets would only shared by 
developed countries, not including emerging countries like China and India. NYT’s use of 
this frame implies a U.S.-centric position with regards to global climate policy. Private sector 
accountability for the issue is present in NYT reports, drawing parallels to America’s market-
oriented stance in the absence of national climate policy.  
A NYT editorial after UNCCC ended, observed “(t)he depressed price of the 
emissions permits also suggests that despite years of diplomatic efforts, the real world 
— where people and businesses buy energy to make things, move things and stay 
warm — still operates as if people can spew carbon more or less at will (NYT, 2009, 
para. 3).” It wrote that "to stop climate change, the price of carbon emissions must go 
up in the other parts of the world--notably in the United States and China, where 
carbon can still be spewed for free” (NYT, 2009, para. 10).   
Climate solutions that provide opportunity for economic growth is evident in NYT’s 
“Economic Prospects” frame, with PDI opting generally to omit mention of economics 
matters. NYT’s article on policy to pay developing countries to reduce deforestation 
emphasized commoditizing nature as a proposed solution. 
!'&!
!
Approaching the United Nations climate conference in Copenhagen, Guyana has 
offered to conserve all of its pristine rain forests — 75 percent of its territory — as 
part of a national economic development plan. It hopes to earn income from the 
international community for carbon storage under a section of the treaty called 
Reduced Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation, or REDD…The forest 
should be seen like a giant public utility,” said Andrew Mitchell, the director of the 
Global Canopy Program, an alliance of 37 scientific institutions dedicated to forest 
canopy research, education and conservation. Historically, the benefits have been free. 
But science shows that when forests are cut, those benefits diminish, and coming up 
with substitutes is very expensive. (Gies, 2009, para. 4-5) 
 
PDI’s “Time Perspective” and “Collective Action” frames highlight urgency of long-term 
gains of short-term costs shared by society-at-large, alternative to NYT’s economic frame. 
Climate change has been caused over centuries, has consequences that will endure for 
all time and our prospects of taming it will be determined in the next 14 days. We call 
on the representatives of the 192 countries gathered in Copenhagen not to hesitate, 
not to fall into dispute, not to blame each other but to seize opportunity from the 
greatest modern failure of politics. This should not be a fight between the rich world 
and the poor world, or between east and west. Climate change affects everyone, and 
must be solved by everyone. (Doyo, 2009, para. 6) 
 
PDI’s awareness of needs to adapt to climate change is side-by-side with encouragement for 
coordinated action, with reports about video recorded by local musicians (Maghirang, 2009), 
an art contest allowing young climate change victims an opportunity to depict the issue and 
offer solutions (Colting-Pulumant, 2009) and a scientific forum on how provinces can 
respond to climate change with "resource agencies and disaster coordinating councils” (PDI, 
2009, para.1).  
As such, significantly different frames place NYT and PDI on opposing sides of the fence in 
terms of how these climate information sources define the issue, assess and evaluate it against 
risk and norms, and propose solutions to address it. Taken together, these aspects of selection 
by framing of media practioners, assist in shaping a broader point of view about the issue 
within each media source’s reporting.  
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The socially constructed discourse from NYT and PDI indicate climate reporting by the 
American online newspaper has elements of “Ecological Modernization” discourse, 
emphasizing economic prospects, and business’ public accountability to solve the issue, while 
the Philippine online newspaper’s reformist “Civic Environmentalism” highlights long-term 
issue risks to environment, human life and security that exacerbate gaps between the 
vulnerable and collective society’s burden to address it. Therefore PDI’s discourse is more 
inclusive, identifying greater accountability for citizens, government and different sectors to 
counter threats posed by climate change. This may be due to the extreme weather events 
covered by Philippine journalists in late 2009 before the UNCCC; these typhoons devastated 
the country with extreme environmental and human impacts, concretizing danger and needs 
for social action. 
Alternative discourse implies online sources’ affiliation to countries (and related 
developmental state or political negotiating blocs) bear implications to how their journalists 
frame the issue. Online newspaper media production contexts are likely grounded within 
geopolitics; the more alternative the geopolitics affiliated with, such as a member of 
developing states/G-77 like the Philippines, alternative framing is may be present to a greater 
extent in media content.  
5.2.2. Alternative Activist Blog Geopolitics 
Activist blog sources across countries were found to exhibit statistically significant differing 
frames. Kalikasan, the Philippine activist blog, is compared with that of the American activist 
blog, IGHIH. The table below summarizes statistically significant associations (at 99% 
confidence level) between framing of climate change and geopolitical affiliation of activist 




Kalikasan was more likely to use “Environmental Impacts” and “Human Impacts” frames 
than IGHIH. “Risk to Justice,” “Risk to Security,” “Risk to Equity,” as well as identify at-risk 
parties “Risk to Developing Country,” “Risk to Vulnerable Group” more frequently than the 
American activist blog. IGHIH was more likely to omiy impacts, risk and at-risk party frames 
than Kalikasan. 
Table 6 summarizes statistically significant differences between ethics and normative frames 
and country-affiliations of activist blogs, Kaliksan and IGHIH, at 99% level of confidence.  
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Table 5: !Causes, Impacts and Risk Frames by Across Countries by Activist Blogs!  !
 !
 ! Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan)! ! It’s Getting Hot in Here!.org (IGHIH)! ! Fisher’s Exact Test! !
Consequences/Impacts Frame!  !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Environmental Impacts! ! 65%! ! 36%! ! **0.00! !
Human Impacts! ! 96%! ! 59%! ! **0.00! !
No Mention of Impacts! ! 4%! ! 37%! ! **0.00! !
Identified Risks Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Risk to Justice! ! 96%! ! 33!%! ! **0.00! !
Risk to Equity! ! 100%! ! 24%! ! **0.00! !
Risk to Security! ! 96%! ! 57%! ! **0.00! !
Risk to Reputati!on!  ! 9%! ! 30%! ! **0.00! !
No Mention of Type of Risk! ! 0%! ! 18%! ! **0.00! !
Identified Affected Parties Frame!  !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Risk to Developing Country! ! 94%! ! 32%! ! **0.00! !
Risk to Vulnerable Group! ! 98%! ! 39%! ! **0.00! !
No Mention of Affected Party!  ! 2%! ! 45%! ! **0.00! !
 **p < .01!  !  !  !  !
!!
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! Table 6: !Ethics and Normative Frames Across Countries by Activist Blogs!!  !
 ! Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan)! ! It’s Getting Hot in Here!.org (IGHIH)! ! Fisher’s Exact Test! !
Moral/Ethical Evaluation! !Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Differentiated Responsibility Ethics!  ! 98%! ! 16%! ! **0.00! !
Public Accountability! !Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Government Acc!ountability! ! 98%! ! 82%! ! **0.00! !
Media Accountability! ! 0%! ! 15%! ! **0.00! !
Business Accountability! ! 42%! ! 16%! ! **0.00! !
NGO Accountability! ! 0%! ! 34%! ! **0.00! !
Conflict Among Parties! !Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Developed ! !vs!.! !Developing Countries! ! 88%! ! 24%! ! **0.00! !
Specific vs!.! !Other Country! ! 65%! ! 27%! ! **0.00! !
NGOs/!Activist vs!.! !Government! ! 98%! ! 49%! ! **0.00! !
NGOs/!Activist vs!.! !Business! ! 75%! ! 20%! ! **0.00! !
Marginal !Group !vs!.! !Majority! !Group! ! 98%! ! 51%! ! **0.00! !
!  ! !  ! !  ! !  !





Table 7: !Policy and Action Frames by Across Countries by Activist Blogs 
!
 !
 ! Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan)! ! It’s Getting Hot in Here!.org (IGHIH)! ! Fisher’s Exact Test! !
Time Perspective! !Fram!e! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Time Perspective (Long Term)! ! 100%! ! 70%! ! **0.00! !
Economic Perspec!tive! !Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Economic Impacts! ! 63%! ! 19%! ! **0.00! !
!  ! !  ! !  ! !  !
Political Perspective! !Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
National Politics! ! 96%! ! 53%! ! **0.00! !
Action/Solution Perspective! !Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Policy  Action! ! 96%! ! 66%! ! **0.00! !
**p < !.01!  !  !  !  !
!!
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Significant statistical differences between geopolitical affiliation of the media sources and 
frames were found for the “Differentiated Responsibility,” “Government Accountability” and 
“Business Accountability” frames, which were more likely present in Kalikasan than IGHIH. 
Statistically significant conflict frames “Developed vs. Developing Countries,” “Specific vs. 
Other Country,” “NGOs/Activist vs. Government,” “NGOs/Activist vs. Business” and 
“Marginal Group vs. Majority Group” were more frequent frames within Philippine activist 
blog content than American. The American activist blog was more likely to use frames 
ascribing accountability to media and NGOs while Kalikasan did not.  
Table 7 summarizes statistically significant differences between policy and action frames and 







Statistically significant differences were found in the use of “Time Perspective” “Economic 
Impacts,” “National Politics” and “Policy Action” frames at 99% confidence level, with 
Kalikasan more likely to use these frames than IGHIH. IGHIH was less likely to mention 
long-run oriented policy or action.  
Figure 7 shows alternative social constructions of climate change across alternative 
geopolitical affiliation of activist blogs. Moving from left to right in the flow chart provides a 
!(+!
!
manner to view recombinant significantly differing frames between the two activist blogs to 
understand how alternative geopolitical affiliation of the sources may be related to 
alternativeness in media content. 
Figure 7: Framing of Climate Change (Across Countries by Activist Blogs) 
 
While both activist blogs represented the same stakeholder role, respective content may 
exhibit national differences in climate change reporting. The Philippine activist blog seems to 
have emphasized impacts and risks more strongly than its American counterpart. Kalikasan 
cited “Environmental Impacts” and “Human Impacts,” threatened at-risk people from 
developing countries and vulnerable groups, specifically framing normative risks to justice, 
security, and Equity. It is possible that Philippine activist-bloggers were more likely to have 
direct experience of devastating natural disasters, where proximity to vulnerability would 
differentiate them from American activist-bloggers, who discuss vulnerability in solidarity 
with distant threatened island countries like Tuvalu.  
Highlighting human threat from climate change, Kalikasan tended to emphasize 
“Differentiated Responsibility Ethics” frames, favoring the disadvantaged against having to 
bear the burden and accountability for the issue, while citing government and business as 
main accountable parties. Governmental accountability framing was focused on equitable 
division of responsibilities between the industrialized and unindustrialized states.!!,According 
to Frances Quimpo, coordinator of the international climate formation, People’s Action on 
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Climate Change (PACC), “it is a great injustice that it is the poor who are suffering the most 
while it is the industrialized countries that account for 80% of the historical greenhouse gases 
emission with US primarily responsible for 30% of the global carbon emissions” (Kalikasan, 
2009d, para. 5). Business accountability framing criticized industry’s profit-orientation, 
particularly foreign extractive industries which are regulated by national government. “The 
Arroyo administration keeps on promoting and pursuing neo-liberal policies in strategic 
sectors, such as energy, mining, forestry, agriculture, and trade, which favors and benefits the 
foreign corporations but worsens the vulnerability of local communities. In addition, the 
Philippine government lacks genuine policies and programs to mitigate climate change and 
help communities adapt to its impacts,” said Meggie Nolasco, spokesperson of PCWA” 
(Kalikasan, 2009d, para. 10). 
Kalikasan’s blog content framed accountability strongly, which may explain why statistically 
significant conflict frames “Developed vs. Developing Countries,” “Specific vs. Other 
Country,” “NGOs/Activist vs. Government,” “NGOs/Activist vs. Business” and “Marginal 
Group vs. Majority Group” occurred frequently within Kalikasan’s contact than IGHIH’s. 
One blog post reported an indigenous environmental activist fighting for land rights was 
killed by government para-military organizations (Kalikasan, 2009c ). Government conflict 
with activists highlighted the need for equity for the marginalized. “Protesters call for 
international community to push for a just and equitable treaty and concrete actions that 
recognizes that the climate crisis is rooted and is continuously worsened by the unsustainable, 
wasteful and profit-oriented production of the world's richest economies;" the Philippine 
government negotiators to UNCCC are framed as "beg(ging) for crumbs from Annex 1 




The American activist blog used frames that highlighted NGOs and media accountability for 
climate change, hence the value of their collective action. Media’s collective action in the 
form of “The Guardian” editorial was highlighted by IGHIH. 
The writing of the editorial was lead by the Guardian, but it was co-written with the editorial 
boards of 20 of these 56 papers. As Guardian editor-in-chief Alan Rusbridger put it: 
Newspapers have never done anything like this before—but they have never had to cover a 
story like this before.” The project began as a conversation between two editors from the 
Guardian and China’s Economic Observer, and was quickly endorsed by editorial boards all 
over the world. The one notable major country where the Guardian had difficulty finding 
a major national paper, of course, was the U.S., where the independent Miami Herald 
was the only paper to run it. (IGHIH-Wilson, 2009, para. 3-5) 
Similarly, IGHIH framed cooperative action and inclusive decision-making between activists 
and governments, particularly under President Obama’s administration.  
I went to the White House today, as one of 150 youth climate leaders invited to take 
part in the Clean Energy Forum. Let me repeat that: youth activists were invited to 
discuss climate policy with 4 cabinet secretariats. This is not the same movement two 
years ago, and I think the changes are overwhelmingly positive…Two years later, a 
huge youth election campaign, another Powershift, 100 coal plant permits denied and 
a lot of green jobs created, a small selection of an amazing movement of people were 
welcomed to the White House as partners in crafting the clean energy future WE 
want to see. (IGHIH-Morgan, 2009, para. 1-4) 
Kalikasan was more likely to use the frames “Time Perspective” “Economic Impacts,” 
“National Politics” and “Policy Action” than IGHIH. One blog post claimed that in endorsing 
the Copenhagen Accord led by a few powerful countries at UNCCC, Philippine negotiators 
had "bargained the future of the Filipino youth for a few billion pesos of climate aid that is 
not even confirmed because the treaty is non-binding" (Kalikasan, 2009a, para. 9) 
Comparing alternative social construction of climate change by American and Philippine 
affiliated activist blogs, salience of alternative geopolitical affiliation’s association with 
alternative discourse may be seen.  
Although both sources are aligned with “Civic Environmentalism” discourse highlights roles 
for non-state and non-business involvement, findings indicate Kalikasan may be seen as more 
radical and extreme in its discourse, while IGHIH may be more reformist. While Kalikasan 
!(#!
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cites violent run-ins between grassroots environmentalists and government who violate 
human rights, IGHIH’s more institutional perspective aims for cooperative and inclusive 
solutions with accountable parties. Kalikasan’s severe portrayal of climate threats and 
criticism of government and business action is consistent with a hardline approach with likely 
conflict between these parties. Therefore, alternative discourse implies online sources’ 
affiliation to countries (and related developmental state or political negotiating blocs) ground 
activist blog reporting. Even if these bloggers make up the same stakeholder group, with the 
same observer status, and same grassroots reach within the global context—the nature of 
grassroots orientation grounded in domestic experiences of climate change may be a reason 
for the defining line along geopolitics between the activist blogs. Kalikasan, affiliated with 
the alternative geopolitical position of the Philippines, is therefore understandably more 
alternative in its version of “Civic Environmentalism” discourse than IGHIH, affiliated with 
the dominant geopolitical position of the U.S. 
 
In summary, given alternative geopolitical affiliation of the online media sources (online 
newspaper and activist blogs), it is possible to detect presence of alternative framing and 
therefore alternative perspectives on climate change to emerge. Even if both online 
newspapers are the newspapers of record in their respective countries that are controlled by 
industry and possess newsroom norms, the geopolitical associations of these media sources 
may however spell alternativeness in the nature of the discourse within its content. While 
NYT proposes the discourse of “Ecological Modernization” in its articles, in parallel there is 
value to peruse PDI for a reformist perspective of “Civic Environmentalism” discourse on 
climate change. Despite the activist blogs having similar profiles as networks linking 
grassroots action with global presence at UNCCC as accredited civil society observers, their 
narratives on the kind of action, by whom, and for what reason to address climate change are 
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not entirely the same. Due to their geopolitical affiliation and therefore proximity to impacts 
and vulnerability of citizens to climate change, there is value in comparing posts from IGHIH 
and Kalikasan which will may expose audiences to varying degrees of alternativeness within 
“Civic Environmentalism” discourse: (1) more reformist seeking to change structures from 
engagement as with IGHIH, or (2) more radical seeking to totally replace structures deemed 
unethical and threatening to human rights as with Kalikasan. 
Addressing RQ1 of this research, statistically significant findings indicate that associations 
between issue framing across impacts, risks, ethics and policy, and the media source’s 
alternative geopolitical affiliation are present.  
5.3 Alternative Stakeholders: Climate Change Reporting Frames  
Findings illustrate possible association between online media source’s stakeholder affiliation 
and differences in media framing climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements.  
Media production contexts are grounded within affiliated alternative stakeholder roles as they 
report on the issue—as members of the press or members of civil society organizations. 
5.3.1. Alternative Media Stakeholders in the Philippines 
Philippine online media sources were found to exhibit statistically significant differing frames 
based on affiliation with respective stakeholder roles of “Press Observer” and “Civil Society 
Observer.” Assessment of climate impacts, risks and vulnerable groups differed between 
online media sources, with PDI representing the press, and Kalikasan representing the civil 
society source. Statistically significant cause, impact and risk frames comparing content from 




Despite similar geographical and geopolitical context faced by media producers (such as the 
extreme weather events in 2009), the Philippine activist blog was more likely to mention 
vulnerability of humans to climate change, particularly specifying types of risks and 
identifying particular vulnerable groups. All Kalikasan’s blog entries mentioned a type of 
human risk, whether it be a challenge to human rights, a challenge to equity, or even a 
challenge to human security such as food security or preservation of human life. The grim 
assessment of the impacts and risks of climate change from Kalikasan, highlighting human 
vulnerability in the face of the global problem indicates a more urgent issue to be addressed 
as compared to the portrayal of the online newspaper PDI. Relative to the Philippine activist 
blog, the Philippine online newspaper was more likely to downplay risks and exclude mention 
of risk type, at-risk populations and issue consequences; however presence of risk-related 
frames were still greater in frequency than that of the American online newspaper.  
Table 9 summarizes association of ethical and normative frames on accountability and 
conflict across stakeholder affiliations of PDI and Kalikasan. 
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Table 8: !Causes,! !Impacts and Risk Frames by Philippine Stakeholder Affiliation!  !
 ! Inquirer!.net (PDI)! ! Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan)! ! ! Fisher's Exact Test! !
Consequences/Impacts Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Human Impacts!  ! 60%! ! 96%! ! **0.000! !
No Mention of Impacts!  ! 31%! ! 4%! ! **0.000! !
Identified R!isks Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Risk to Justice!  ! 19%! ! 96%! ! **0.000! !
Risk to Equity!  ! 22%! ! 100%! ! **0.000! !
Risk to Security!  ! 57%! ! 96%! ! **0.000! !
Risk to Reputation!  ! 22%! ! 90%! ! **0.000! !
No Mention of Type of Risk!  ! 25%! ! 0%! ! **0.000! !
Identified Affected Parties Frame! !  ! !  ! !  ! !
Risk to Developed !Country! ! 5%! ! 25%! ! **0.000! !
Risk to Developing Country!  ! 60%! ! 94%! ! **0.000! !
Risk to Vulnerable Group!  ! 60%! ! 98%! ! **0.000! !
No Mention of Affected Party!  ! 32%! ! 2%! ! **0.000! !
 **p < .01!  !  !  !  !
!!
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Table 9 Ethics and Normative Frames Across Philippine Stakeholder Affiliation 
 Inquirer.net (PDI) Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan) 
Moral/Ethical Evaluation Frame   
Moral Obligation 59% 100% 
Equal Burden 18% 0% 
Differentiated Responsibility 40% 98% 
No Ethics 14% 0% 
Public Accountability Frame   
Business Accountability 11% 42% 
Conflict Between Parties Frame   
Developed vs Developing Countries 47% 88% 
Specific vs. Other Countries 38% 65% 
NGOs/Activist vs. Government 26% 98% 
NGOs/Activist vs. Business 4% 75% 
Marginal Group vs Majority Group 41% 98% 
Present vs Future Generations 14% 46% 
No Conflict Among Parties 33% 0% 
 
PDI is more likely to provide a broader view across various normative arguments or omit 
ethical perspectives, while Kalikasan presents arguments that support strong moral obligation 
while valuing the G77 position of common but differentiated responsibility to address climate 
change. None of Kalikasan’s blog posts contain arguments supporting equal burden across 
parties to resolve the issue or omit mention of ethical aspects of the issue. Associations 
between ethical evaluation frames and stakeholder affiliation Philippine media source were 
found statistically significant. 
Association between “Business Accountability” framing and alternative stakeholder 
affiliation of media sources was found to be statistically significant (at 99% level of 
confidence) compared to frames portraying other sector’s public accountability for the issue. 
Kalikasan is more likely to highlight business accountability to address the issue.  
!('!
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Framing conflicting parties was significantly associated with media source’s stakeholder 
affiliation. Kalikasan is more likely to contain frames that highlight conflict between 
governments and different developmental states, specific countries and others, as well as 
between activists and government/business. Inequity is at the core of higher incidences for 
conflict frames in Kalikasan than PDI. The perspective of intergenerational inequity for 
example shows conflicting interests of current leaders from the present generation in 
safeguarding the well-being of future generations, who bear the outcome of present decisions. 
Table 10 identifies significant policy and action frames associated with Philippine media 
source’s stakeholder affiliation. Kalikasan framed the issue using a long-term perspective on 
needed climate action with concern for economic impact, having identified national 
government’s role to address it.  
Table 10 Policy and Action Frames by Philippine Stakeholder Affiliation 
 
 
Inquirer.net (PDI) Kalikasan.org (Kalikasan) 
Time Perspective Frame 
Time Perspective (Long Term) 54% 100% 
Economic Perspective Frame 
Economic Impacts 25% 63% 
Political Perspective Frame 
National Politics 61% 96% 
Action/Solution Perspective Frame 
Personal Action 25% 62% 
Science and Technology Action 30% 8% 
 
PDI on the other hand has a more moderate perspective of policy aspects, however framing 
science and technology solutions more prominently than the activist blog. Associating 
presence of alternative frames and alternativeness of stakeholder affiliation of the online 
media source is significant at 99% level of confidence. 
!((!
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Having presented significantly different frames within PDI and Kalikasan, the succeeding 
figure illustrates how alternative frames contribute towards discourse-shaping in differing 
degrees among these media sources (Figure 8). It can said that both sources exhibit frames 
which support “Civic Environmentalism” discourse, albeit in different degrees—PDI taking a 
more reformist form, and Kalikasan taking a more radical form. 
Figure 8: Framing of Climate Change (Across Philippine Stakeholders) 
 
 
Alternative social construction between PDI and Kalikasan indicate differential emphasis on 
climate risk assessments, including assessments of UNCCC outcome and implications for 
Philippine audiences. Radar graphs illustrate statistically significant alternative framing 
identified based on respective stakeholder roles of “Press Observer” and “Civil Society 
Observer” comparing PDI and Kalikasan. Despite media source’s similar geographical and 
geopolitical context, slight differences in type of frames used, but with differentiation in the 
intensity of deployment. Kalikasan highlighted human impacts, economic impacts and risks 
for vulnerable sector, particularly related to values like justice, equity and rights threatened by 
the issue. Even the heralded forest agreement from UNCCC was criticized on ethical 
perspectives. 
The idea behind REDD Plus is to award governments, companies or forest owners for 
keeping their forests intact. The financial rewards will come from carbon credits or 
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financial payment by carbon emitters. Critics of this market-based solution to climate 
change dear that the pretext of forest protection will make way for greater access of 
private corporations to public domain. Seemingly good sounding concepts as 
‘sustainable forest management,” “forest conservation” and reforestation have 
historically been used to cause large scale evictions and loss of rights for indigenous 
peoples and local communities, subsidies to commercial logging operations in old-
growth forests, indigenous peoples’ territory or in villagers’ community forests; and 
conservation of land  (including forests) to industrial tree plantations, with serious 
implications for biodiversity and local communities. (Kalikasan, 2009c, para.1-3) 
PDI was more likely to highlight security risks faced by developing countries than other types 
of risk. Framing the issue in terms of security risks by PDI may be due to news values that 
emphasize quantifying loss of life or destruction. 
21: Number of weather disturbances (typhoons, tropical storms, tropical depressions) 
so far, entered the Philippine area of responsibility in 2009…950,000+: number of 
families affected by Typhoon Pepang (Parma). This translates to more than 4.4 
million persons in 36 cities in 27 provinces….1,000+ : Castualties left by Ondoy - 
464 dead, 529 injured, 37 missing, according to NDCC updates. (Quodala, 2009) 
Science and technology solutions were prominent!in line with assigning accountability to 
scientists or civil society inclusiveness to address the issue in PDI reports. PDI headlines 
illustrated leadership of grassroots groups to address climate change: “People power stokes 
heat under climate talks” (Ingham, 2009);!,RP among top 5 in volunteer work vs. climate 
change” (PDI, 2009b), “World newspapers unite to urge climate change action” (PDI, 2009c). 
Science and technology-oriented solutions may facilitate industry, government or citizens to 
address climate change indicating a reformist “Civic Environmentalism” discourse in PDI. 
Coverage includes Filipinos winning a UN-sponsored Youtube video contest to participate in 
UNCCC (Villafania, 2009), local government use of disaster preparedness software in 
landslide-prone areas (Nasol, 2009) and companies inventing clean technology (Salazar, 
2009).  
The discourses of reformist “Civil Environmentalism” of PDI and radical “Civic 
Environmentalism” from Kalikasan, are reminiscent of comparative figures between 
American activist blog IGHIH and Philippine activist blog Kalikasan.  
!)+!
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From a reformist “Civic Environmentalism” discourse, PDI adopts a more moderate 
perspective of policy aspects, citing an equity-fronting Philippine senator’s proposal 
to swap debt for climate-aid (Salaverria, 2009); the Philippine President Arroyo’s 
announcement of “bringing home some $380 million in financial aid pledges to help 
the Philippine cope with the impacts of climate change…(from World Bank and 
Asian Development Banks’s) clean technology fund in recognition of the Philippines 
leadership role in tackling climate change challenges in Asia…(including) up to $70 
million in forestry investment fund” (Esguerra, 2009, para.1-7). 
From a radical “Civil Environmentalism” discourse, Kalikasan was more likely to highlight 
long-term perspective to address climate change, economic impacts of the issue, and the onus 
on national government’s role for to influence policy as pressured by civil society. A share of 
climate financing that the Philippine President brought back from UNCCC was portrayed as 
“most likely allocated to hoax technological and market-based solutions like 'clean' coal 
power plants, forest and biofuel plantations (that) facilitate the exploitation of our energy and 
forest resources and will surely result to massive degradation and pollution of our 
environment by foreign corporations" (Kalikasan, 2009c, para.14). 
For Kalikasan, state and industry are identified as complicit actors in the worsening of the 
climate problem. A blog post criticized the Philippine government for removing 'progressive' 
climate experts from UNCCC delegation, among other signs of diluting their position.  
We are terribly disappointed over the Philippine delegation's decision to lobby and 
support the non-binding Copenhagen Accord which does not commit the developed 
countries to specific targets on emissions cuts and the a deadline of implementation. 
The Philippines is very vocal in demanding a binding commitment for a 45% carbon 
reduction from rich capitalist countries. Also the Philippines was previously a key 
player in consolidating the position of the G77 in the climate negotiation. (Kalikasan, 
2009b, para. 5) 
 
U.S.’s undue geopolitical influence on Philippine positions was often cited in Kalikasan.  
But with the pressure from US officials like Sec. Hillary Clinton and President 
Arroyo's action to remove progressive personalities and climate experts in the 
Philippine delegation among them is Ms. Bernarditas Muller, our delegation easily 
folded up and supported the US brokered Copenhagen Accord in the conference...The 
undemocratic process that the Copenhagen Accord went through and the bullying of 
the American delegation show how rich countries like the US preserve its interests at 
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the expense of the welfare of the poor nations and the environment." (Kalikasan, 
2009b, para.6) 
Therefore, media sources’ sufficiently alternative stakeholder affiliation may be associated 
with differing social construction of climate change in degrees within the Philippine context. 
Codes of conduct in media reporting for press and civil society online media producers are 
different. Interestingly, PDI Philippine online newspaper’s content indicates reformist “Civic 
Environmentalism” as well as containing moderately normative views of climate policy and 
inclusiveness among various sectors for collective action, whereas the activist blog Kalikasan, 
contains more radical view of “Civic Environmentalism” arguing strongly for equitable and 
just rights-based solutions from Philippine and foreign governments and industry.  
5.3.2. Alternative Stakeholders in the U.S. 
Table 11 Causes, Impacts and Risk Frames Across American Stakeholder Affiliation 
 New York Times.com (NYT) It's Getting Hot in Here.org (IGHIH) 
Scientific/Technical Uncertainty Frame 
Science is uncertain about the issue 13% 3% 
No Mention of Science 33% 56% 
Consequences/Impacts Frame 
Human Impacts 36% 59% 
Identified Risks Frame 
Risk to Justice 3% 33% 
Risk to Security 33% 57% 
No Mention of Type of Risk 39% 18% 
Findings propose American online media sources exhibited statistically significant association 
between frames and their respective affiliated stakeholder roles of “Press Observer” and 
“Civil Society Observer.” The statistically significant causes, impacts and risk frames at 99% 
confidence level compared content from NYT representing the mainstream press source and 
IGHIH representing the activist source are summarized in Table 11.  
!)"!
!
“Science is uncertain” framing was significantly prominent in NYT, while IGHIH likely not 
to mention scientific issues in blog posts. IGHIH blog posts portraying various types of 
“Human Impacts,” and framing normative risks “Risk to Justice,” “Risk to Security” were 
more likely than for NYT’s coverage, whose articles were likely to omit mention of issue 
risks. 
Table 12 summarizes statistically significant associations at 99% level of confidence between 
ethics and normative frames of how to address climate change across American stakeholder 
affiliation. 
Table 12 Ethics and Normative Frames by American Stakeholder Affiliation 
 New York Times.com (NYT) It's Getting Hot in Here.org (IGHIH) 
Moral/Ethical Evaluation Frame 
Moral Obligation 43% 93% 
Equal Burden 33% 5% 
Differential Responsibility 37% 16% 
No Ethics 22% 5% 
Public Accountability Frame 
Media Accountability 1% 15% 
Academe/Science Accountability 19% 5% 
NGO Accountability 10% 34% 
Conflict Between Parties Frame 
Business vs. Government 16% 5% 
NGOs/Activist vs Government 24% 49% 
Academe/Science vs Government 15% 1% 
Marginal Group vs Majority 
Group 
25% 51% 
Present vs Future Generations 15% 60% 
 
Statistical significance between normative frames, responsibility frame and conflict frames at 
99% level of confidence are associated with alternative stakeholder affiliation. NYT, 
affiliated with mainstream “Press Observers,” is more likely to mention arguments for “Equal 
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Burden Frame” the official U.S. position that all countries despite their level of development 
should contribute to mitigation their greenhouse gas emissions to address the issue. NTY is 
also more likely to omit mention of ethical considerations in their news reporting. While NYT 
places strong accountability on “Academe/Science” to address the issue, IGHIH is more 
likely to deploy frames that highlight civil society’s role, such as NGOs or even Media. 
Similar, NYT is more likely to mention frames of conflicts between particular sectors of 
society (i.e. Academe/Science and Government, or Business and Government). IGHIH is 
more likely to represent opposition between Activists and Government, conflicts arising from 
inequity such as racial or economic gaps between majority and minority/marginalized groups, 
or temporal gaps between older and younger generations. 
Table 13 presents statistically significant frames associated with alternativeness in media 
source stakeholder affiliation and portrayal of climate policy and action for NYT and IGHIH 
at 99% confidence level.  
Table 13 Policy and Action Frames by American Stakeholder Affiliation 
 New York Times.com (NYT) It's Getting Hot in Here.org (IGHIH) 
Time Perspective Frame 
Time Perspective (Long Term) 19% 70% 
Economic Perspective Frame 
Economic Prospects 55% 25% 
Economic Impacts 42% 19% 
Economic Costs 51% 30% 
No Mention of Economic 
Perspective 
21% 51% 
Action/Solution Perspective Frame 
Personal Action 12% 65% 
Collective Action 64% 85% 





Although policy and action comprised frames within reporting from NYT and IGHIH, the 
nature of their emphasis was different. NYT was less likely to mention long-run oriented 
policy or action than IGHIH for whom this was largely mentioned. Yet NYT was more likely 
to use “Economic Prospects,” “Economic Impacts,” and “Economic Costs” frames 
emphasising economic considerations to climate change. IGHIH was more likely not to 
mention economic perspectives in its blog posts. NYT was found to deploy more frames 
focusing on science and technological solutions to address climate change than IGHIH, which 
itself was more oriented towards highlight action by individuals “Personal Action” frame and 
groups “Collective Action” frame.  
Empirical analysis illustrates alternative social construction of climate change within 
reporting may also be derived from media source’s affiliations to sufficiently alternative 
stakeholder roles. Figure 9 illustrates statistically significant frames’ collective contribution 
associated with differential discourses in American press and civil society reporting. 
Figure 9: Framing of Climate Change (Across American Stakeholders) 
 
 
The flowchart shows alternative social constructions of climate reporting between NYT and 
IGHIH. An indication of alternative framing between online media sources was the presence 
of “Science is uncertain” frame in NYT, which more likely was not mentioned in IGHIH. 
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New York Times It's Getting Hot in Here
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Both sources discussed the “Climategate” controversy about prominent scientists’ hacked 
emails with differing treatment of reporting. NYT reported “e-mail exchanges among several 
prominent American and British climate-change scientists appear to reveal efforts to keep the 
work of skeptical scientists out of major journals and the possible hoarding and manipulation 
of data to overstate the case for human-caused climate change” (Brody, 2009, para.3). While 
NYT discussed how the email indicated construction of scientific findings, highlighting doubt 
(Tierney, 2009) later coverage discussed repercussions to institutional credibility. “Phil Jones, 
the director of the Climatic Research Unit at the University of East Anglia in England, said 
that he would leave his post while the university conducted a review of the release of the e-
mail messages. In a related announcement, Pennsylvania State University said it would 
review the work of a faculty member who is cited prominently in the e-mail messages, 
Michael Mann, to assure that it meets proper academic standards” (Broder, 2009, para.2-4). 
During UNCCC 2009, climate science would return to being portrayed with certainty by NYT, 
citing experts challenging climate skeptics (Revkin & Broder, 2009).  
On the other hand, activist blog IGHIH cites scientific community’s consensus about the 
issue’s certainty, pointing to a “Nature” journal editorial that stolen archives “have been 
greeted by the climate-change-denialist fringe as a propaganda windfall” (Biggar, 2009 as 
cited in IGHIH-Anjalih, 2009, para. 10). IGHIH frames the email hacking as symptomatic of 
interest-groups with profitable reasons for casting doubt on scientific certainty. “The 
scientists whose emails were hacked adopted a “bunker mentality” about their data because 
they are under constant attack from the Manufactured Doubt Industry who question their 
motives, their competence and will distort the scientists’ data and analysis to further an 
ideological agenda (government is bad!) and protect fossil fuel company profits” (IGHIH-
Anjalih, 2009, para.4-5). 
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Acknowledgement that climate science is certain and therefore poses risk is more prominently 
represented in IGHIH than in NYT. IGHIH framed climate change with human consequence 
at the forefront, compared to NYT. The construction of human impact is followed up with 
particular identified risks to rights, particularly that of security. The frame “Risk to Security” 
adopted a view of climate change causing a life or death scenario, instead of a decline in 
quality of life, appearing in IGHIH. Blog posts echoed the frame from the visioning exercise 
by a bloc of UNCCC government negotiators, the Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS). 
Their coalition of small-island and low-lying coastal countries highlighted climate impacts on 
human security, attributed the imminent loss of life, “murder,” “mass-suicide” to policy 
inaction at UNCCC (IGHIH-Lynch, 2009). “Risk to Security” frame led by developing 
nations brought a fundamental environment-human interdependency to understanding climate 
impacts and may be one frame used to achieve urgency by IGHIH by describing distant others 
who are suffering the impacts of the issue. Potentially implicit is that “Insecurity” is a 
reflexive construct where right to climate security (or less climate insecurity) is ideally 
available for all no matter the predisposed climate vulnerability.  
The normative arguments to address the issue through policy action were emphasized in 
IGHIH than in NYT. When addressing the walk-out of the African delegates during one 
session of the UNCCC in Copenhagen, NYT ran a headline “Poor and Emerging States Stall 
Climate Negotiations” (Brody, 2009). Comparatively, disruptions highlighting impacts and 
ethical arguments that belie foundations for climate solutions are present in IGHIH content. 
The call to action in solidarity with vulnerable groups is expressed in the types of collective 
actions staged within the UNCCC venue and in the Copenhagen streets as IGHIH blog reports. 
Young activists with official access as “Civil Society Observers acting as dead bodies 
resulting from political inaction, staged a theatrical collective action highlighting global 
insecurity in terms right to life, during the first plenary of the UNCCC 2009. 
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With climate change already causing 300,000 deaths every year, scientists and 
citizens worldwide have made it clear that anything short of a real deal in 
Copenhagen is unacceptable. More than 1500 climate vigils are already being 
planned for this Saturday, 12/12 all over the world to take the message that “The 
World Wants a Real Deal” beyond Copenhagen. As we lay on the ground 
representing victims from flood, famine, and disease with eyes shut we felt the pulse 
of cameras from more than 18 different news outlets. (IGHIH-Lynch, 2009, para. 7-8) 
Statistically significant frames of “Personal Action” within IGHIH are evident in blog posts 
that encouraged individual action to communicate and put pressure on leaders.  
That is why I am writing to you! Youth delegates (like me and 17 other Sierra 
Student Coalition delegates) from around the country will be contacting their friends, 
classmates, and fellow organizers back home so that we can collectively affect the 
U.S. negotiation position. We’ll all need to use media, grassroots support, and our 
creative energy to voice our expectations for the negotiations and the Obama 
Administration-“FAB” fair, ambitious and binding action. (IGHIH-Chenderson, 2009, 
para.9) 
The solidarity and empathy with climate-vulnerable others is manifest as solutions proposed 
by IGHIH bloggers who lobbied and pressured American government negotiators using 
rhetoric from AOSIS countries at UNCCC. Domestically, civil disobedience was encouraged 
to show the issue’s urgency and time perspective. One type of civil disobedience on a 
personal level is the climate justice fast mentioned by IGHIH. Activists blogged about fasting 
to bring attention to famine and food insecurity caused by climate change on vulnerable 
nations. 
 I am accompanied in my hunger strike by about fifty Williams College students and 
faculty, and countless others, who are fasting in solidarity with the Climate Justice 
Fast! team in an effort to make a strong impact on leaders in Copenhagen at the 
COP15. We are hoping to convey the extreme significance of climate change and the 
critical need for progressive action internationally. I DO have a choice about whether 
or not to eat now, but if climate change continued to disrupt ecosystems, weather 
patterns, and agriculture, I may not have that choice in the future and neither will 
those who surround me. I’m fasting because it is one of the few things in my power to 
control as a student who can’t be in the center of the actions taking place. (IGHIH-
Macko, 2009, para.2-4 ) 
This framing of climate action contrasts with NYT’s which is focused largely on economic 
aspects of addressing the issue: reporting that discussed potentials for green progress through 
job creation in clean technologies and investments by developed countries endorsing the 
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Copenhagen Accord into an adaptation fund for developing countries. Other stories in NYT 
focused on market-oriented solutions to address climate change, such as developing 
incentives to save the seas that function as carbon sinks (Laffoley, 2009). Win-win solutions 
within “Ecological Modernization” perspective to parcel out rights to conserve or pollute 
nature are evident in NYT rather than IGHIH.  
Still, I am an Earth Race guy. I believe that averting catastrophic climate change is a 
huge scale issue. The only engine big enough to impact Mother Nature is Father 
Greed: the Market. Only a market, shaped by regulations and incentives to stimulate 
massive innovation in clean, emission-free power sources can make a dent in global 
warming. And no market can do that better than America’s…In the cold war, we had 
the space race: who could be the first to put a man on the moon. Only two countries 
competed, and there could be only one winner. Today, we need the Earth Race: who 
can be the first to invent the most clean technologies so men and women can live 
safely here on Earth (Friedman, 2009, para-8-10) 
A British financier’s investment to prevent forest logging in Guyana highlights the role of the 
ecosystem commons to address climate change, which implicitly addresses sluggish 
economies and generates positive economic impact for poorer nations.  
Canopy Capital has invested in Guyana’s forests, gambling that as natural ecosystems 
become increasingly rare, ecosystem services will have increasing monetary value. 
“Ten years ago, you might have said that carbon could never be valued or traded; you 
can’t see it, smell it, or touch it,” Mr. Mitchell said. “But it shows that with 
government regulation, you can create these markets. (Gies, 2009, para. 6-7)  
The discourse inherently assumes payment schemes can discourage bad environmental 
behaviours. NYT’s Christmas story illustrates how carbon reduction certificates, retiring 
industry greenhouse gas pollution allowances, are sold as holiday gifts by NGOs (Navarro, 
2009).  
Carbon reduction certificates are the latest hot eco-gift, suitable for the 
environmentally aware, hard-to-shop-for loved one who already has an adopted 
humpback whale or some symbolic rainforest acreage. They are sold by the 
Adirondack Council, a non-profit group that watches over New York’s 9,300-square-
mile Adirondack Park and sells $25 certificates for carbon emissions that it obtained 
at carbon trading auctions. The auctions are held four times a year by the only cap-
and-trade program for carbon dioxide operating in the country, the Regional 
Greenhouse Gas Initiative (which) sets a ceiling on carbon dioxide emissions from 
power plants. (Navarro, 2009, para. 6-8) 
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Statistically significant alternative frames illustrating skewed NYT reporting towards 
“Ecological Modernization” discourse, and skewed IGHIH reporting towards an alternative 
“Civic Environmentalism” discourse. Analysis shows alternative aspects of climate policy are 
seen in differential stakeholders reporting, particularly on countrymen’s roles. 
 NYT portrays America’s government as the salve that has carried the global policy talks to 
fruition in the Copenhagen Accord, as a report highlights Obama’s cat-and-mouse-game with 
China’s Premier who kept sending lower-ranked diplomats to negotiate until the final hour 
(Brody, 2009). It portrays business as running ahead of government with technology and 
schemes to help developed and developing countries respond to climate change (Gies, 2009; 
Navarro, 2009). An alternative perspective is proposed by IGHIH’s discourse: America is a 
global climate policy laggard and a moral imperative comes from citizens to push the 
government to lead. Reflecting reformist “Civic Environmentalism” discourse, blog posts 
addressed to President Obama highlight urgency of long-term climate policy responses 
alongside individual and collective contributions.   
Mr. President, the solutions to the energy and climate crisis should be your greatest 
legacy. During your inspirational campaign for the presidency hundreds of thousands 
of young people got involved on an unprecedented scale. We knocked on doors for 
you, made phone calls, harnessed the power of new media, and we voted in record 
numbers. (IGHIH-Nuss, 2009, para. 5-6) 
 
Citizen optimism to engage in government leadership is portrayed as urgent due the issue’s 
long-term effects on later generations; however technology and market-oriented policy 
solutions touted by “Ecological Modernization” discourse are deemed unethical by “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse that cause conflict between civil society and government.  
We have a deadline; not arbitrarily set by us, but dictated by science. We were at the 
White House because we want to start working with you on climate change, but if the 
administration keeps talking about ‘clean coal’, subsides for nuclear power, and 
450ppm of carbon in the atmosphere instead of 350ppm, then we have serious 
disagreements. We need to resolve these issues and move forward together, before we 
end up fighting each other. (IGHIH-Zstarmac, 2009, para. 4-5) 
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NYT has minimal portrayal of civil society and government conflicts, taking a more 
measured stance to mention various violent protests (Kanter & Zeller Jr., 2009). IGHIH 
highlights these conflicts especially from a right-based approach, citing the Danish police’s 
inability to handle the peaceful protests in humane ways.  
Yesterday, I witnessed my good friend, Josh of the Rainforest Action Network, get 
bludgeoned in the face by police officers. He, along with the rest of us, weren’t trying 
to get into the Bella Center. We weren’t compromising the safety of World leaders 
inside. (IGHIH-Amydewan, 2009) 
While a civil society storm was brewing among those whose access passes were revoked in 
the second week of UNCCC, live-blogging of a sit-in protest inside the summit venue was 
documented in IGHIH but not in NYT. Young people refused to leave, and urged satellite, 
copycat mobilizations in the U.S. They left the building only when UN security told them 
otherwise remaining NGO observers would have access badges revoked (IGHIH-Jones, 2009; 
IGHIH-Maryam, 2009; IGHIH-McEachearn, 2009; IGHIH-Munn, 2009). This missing piece 
of narrative from NYT would have provided a more contentious perspective to how 
Americans have engaged in climate policy within the restricted halls of the UN summit. 
 
In summary, given alternative stakeholder affiliation of the online media sources (online 
newspaper and activist blogs), alternative framing efforts were detected within media content. 
Despite similar country affiliation of media sources, the content alternativeness on the level of 
issue discourse confirms the findings from earlier examination of geographical affiliation by 
Kenix (2008); indeed the difference in the manner of issue framing and ultimately discourse 
within similar country contexts lies in the association of media producers to either dominant 
issue elite such as mainstream online news sources or peripheral issue players such as civil 
society blog sites.  
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The finding is significant in that it provides empirically rich understanding of the normative 
value that domestic audiences seeking climate information may want to know how their 
country is performing on a global policy stage, and therefore may similarly be reading sources 
based on contextually alternative stakeholder affiliation within online media consumption. 
The “Ecological Modernization” discourse arising from NYT is presented with contrary 
perspectives of the reformist “Civic Environmentalism” discourse of activist blog IGHIH, 
particularly in portraying America’s role in climate policy. Despite being grounded in 
developing country context, Kalikasan may provide Filipino audiences a more critical 
perspective of the Philippine government’s negotiations within climate policy due to radical 
“Civic Environmentalism” discourse and insistence on ethical arguments to act on climate, 
than online newspaper PDI. While PDI is alternative to the American online newspaper NYT, 
it still reflects a perspective of cooperative stakeholder engagement under a reformist “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse, while Kalikasan seems to take up the cudgels against climate 
foes in its media content. 
Addressing RQ2 of this study, statistically significant findings indicate probable association 
between alternative issue framing and media source affiliation with alternative stakeholder 
context. Alternative media source type as mainstream online newspaper or alternative activist 
blog, is based on stakeholder roles as press or activists within climate governance. Delving 
deeper on the level of discourse, it can be found that significantly different frame packages 
provide further evidence of contextually divergent social construction of the policy issue on 
climate change based on media sources’ stakeholder affiliation. Such stakeholder affiliation 
indicates that dominance, and the exercise of power to achieve such within the climate change 
policy space, has some relation with the case media source practices; these practices, being 
mainstream or alternative in nature, indicate a likely particular emphasis skewed to 
mainstream online media sources portrayals within the dominant perspective of the issue from 
!*+"!
!
the global policy event, or on the shadow-side, a de-emphasis of alternative perspectives 
within mainstream online media sources. 
 
5.4 Alternativeness of Social Construction in Climate Reporting 
The study found highly significant associations between alternative geopolitical affiliation 
and alternative framing climate change impact and risk, ethics and policy elements to address 
the issue. Alternative stakeholder affiliation was also associated with significant differences 
among media source’s framing efforts with implications on dynamic mediation in national 
contexts.  
Alternative geopolitical context, represented by divergent positions between nations within 
global climate policy, can shape media producer’s alternative practices and related framing 
efforts, ultimately may result in alternative frames and discourse within media content. 
Geopolitical alternativeness may be seen to affect mainstream media’s news reporting in a 
compelling manner, which is shared by previous studies on climate change mediation across  
and within various national media systems (Boykoff & Boykoff, 2004; Boykoff & Roberts, 
2007; Brossard et. al, 2004; Carvalho, 2007; Carvalho & Burges, 2005; Ereaut and Segnit, 
2006; Li, 2007; McComas & Shanahan, 1999; Olausson, 2009; Tolan, 2007; Trumbo, 1996; 
Weingart, Engels, & Pansegrau, 2000).  
Geopolitics within the climate policy arena sets the U.S. and the Philippines apart from one 
another in terms of positions, including the context that media sources are expected to 
practice their craft in reporting for their newspaper.  Due to the nature of the issue and the 
findings on the level of discourse within and across national media system contexts, it was 
found that issue specific geopolitical contexts are more compelling factors of media source 
association than state-based context that determines alternativeness of climate policy within 
!*+#!
!
online reporting. Since climate change is matter of managing the degradation of a shared 
global resource, the atmospheric commons, one assumes a global solution is required; 
however any action on the part of nation-states to collectively set, or fail to set, such a 
solution precludes the fact that the distribution in terms of the costs and benefits of the issue 
would not be equal based on geography and geopolitics. The association with a particular 
country and corresponding geopolitical bloc ultimately indicates greater salience in 
influencing the alternativeness of media practice resulting in alternative media content frames 
and discourse.  
Sufficient conditions of alternativeness in contextual stakeholder roles– as activists and 
members of the press—allowed case study analysis of media content and framing that 
compared differing media production contexts’ in terms of access, structure, professional 
norms of writers of climate reports, and other practices within the same geopolitical context. 
In addition to findings that confirmed similarities of discourses under one geopolitical context, 
alternative stakeholders’ focus on their respective country’s performance within UNCCC was 
still subsumed within the contextual realm of alternative climate geopolitics. Although it 
seems that alternative stakeholder context was not as salient as alternative geopolitical context 
in enabling radically different frames of the issue to emerge, differences were still 
meaningfully discernable. Statistically significantly different media frames from quantitative 
content analysis confirmed alternative discourses were detected under the lens of alternative 
geopolitics. Further comparative qualitative analysis on textual data allowed identification of 
narratives (arising from statistically significant frames) from which certain policy discourses 
emerged as previously cited by the literature. 
The empirically-rich and contextually relevant case study on U.S. and Philippine online 
newspapers and activist blogs ascertained media framing alternativeness within reporting 
content through quantitative content analysis and qualitative analysis methods. After 
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identifying manifestations of alternativeness in content associated with scenarios of 
alternative geopolitics and alternative stakeholder affiliation, the resulting meta-narratives and 
discourses can be viewed on a spectrum in terms of the nature of its politics. Therefore, 
triangulating quantitative content analysis and qualitative content analysis outcomes within 
the case study allowed a conceptual spectrum of online reporting alternativeness that charts 
the prescriptive policy dominance of “Ecological Modernization” discourse and the more 
radical and peripheral assertions of “Civic Environmentalism” discourse to emerge.  
These different discourses detected within the case study, indicate that within sufficiently 
different media sources’ scenarios of practice, particularly associated with affiliation –
whether to geopolitics or stakeholder role—there are fundamentally divergent ways of 
socially-constructing the issue within the online reporting from the same global policy event.  
Figure 14 shows associated discourses from media framing of the issue as a result of the study 
of the manner that the issue was constructed, particularly in the manner relations between 
concepts, causes and solutions were defined across the case study content examined. 
The spectrum below illustrates the range of discourses identified within the case study and is 
bounded on the left by “Ecological Modernization” discourse and on the right by “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse.   





New York Times.com! !US/Press! !
Reformist Civic Environmentalism! !
Inquirer.net! !Phils/Press! !
It's Getting Hot In Here.org! !US/Civil Society! !




Dominant Policy Discourse      >     Moderate Policy Discourse    >     Peripheral Policy Discourse 
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While NYT was the only media source that reflected “Ecological Modernization” discourse, it 
is notable that PDI and IGHIH, the Philippine online newspaper and the American activist 
blog reflected similar reformist “Civic Environmentalism” discourse detected in quantitative 
and qualitative analysis of their reporting on climate change. Despite affiliations with 
differing stakeholders in climate policy, the Philippine press and U.S. activist observers, both 
shared the same fundamental policy discourse that was neither the extremely dominant one, 
nor the extremely peripheral relative to the issue context. It is noted that the source with the 
most alternative policy discourse in its framing and narrative content would be Philippine 
activist blog Kalikasan, as it exhibited a more normative, radical “Civic Environmentalism” 
discourse. This indicates that contextually-rich understanding of national media systems make 
cross-cultural comparisons greatly a concerns of relativity: the top online traditional 
newspaper of one country may have the same discourse as a greatly peripheral activist 
pressure blog of another country given issue-specific contexts of the case. Further, this 
similarity in the issue discourse found within media content may indicate that media creation 
practices that shape the content through social construction and framing, may not be divergent 
between one country’s top online newspaper and another country’s activist blog, provided the 
case’s contextual salience is robustly satisfied. As a result of the similar manner in which 
Philippine journalists and American climate activists wrote about the same global policy 
event, one can say that within a global issue, geopolitical difference is a key dividing line 
between what is mainstream and what is alternative. The association of particular stakeholder 
groups such as the American activist bloggers to the issue arguments grounded in the 
discourse of the developing countries, may have been such a salient factor of media practice, 
that it associated itself to be discursively different from the American online press source, 
however discursively similar to the Philippine online press source. Conversely, one can say 
that the material contexts mapping national, geophysical bounds are the contingent borders of 
what is mainstream and alternative media, for the case issue of climate change policy. As 
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such, one can propose alternativeness in media as a conceptual perspective to be that which 
focuses on geo-physically local alternative practice’s impact on media content, rather than 
emphasis on media format, is what makes alternative media, alternative.  
On a secondary level, precisely the level of social construction within national systems, it 
could be seen that the alternative stakeholder affiliation of the media sources allowed 
formation of more diversified perspectives of state engagement in global policy through self-
reflective country portraits from media sources. Such diversified perspectives of state-level 
engagement is critical because the issue plays out within a contentious international 
governance space led by nation-states; evaluation of the success or failure of the policy efforts 
during the global meeting can be attributed to the collective action of nation-states, or the lack 
thereof. Specifically it was noted that activist bloggers and journalists in the American and 
Philippine online sources observed differences in portrayals of their respective state and civil 
society’s expectations to resolve the issue.  
According to NYT, America is the advocate for shared burden among developed and 
emerging developing countries, as well as state and industry. As a counterpoint to NYT, 
IGHIH alternatively emphasizes how citizens strongly support the country’s global policy 
leadership within UNCCC in solidarity with positions of developing nations. According to 
IGHIH, while America is the transformed global policy deadweight from the Bush to Obama 
administration, with tentative private sector and citizen’s engagement.  
Despite sharing the same fundamental orientation away from “Ecological Modernization” and 
towards “Civic Environmentalism” discourse, it is noted that minimally alternative versions 
of “Civic Environmentalism” discourse can be detected in the Philippine online sources, PDI 
online newspaper and Kalikasan activist blog. Views of the country’s geopolitical 
performance differs across the sources –  PDI paints a portrait of the Philippines as vulnerable 
yet resilient with action from collective society and a state that supports developing countries 
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positions to secure climate adaptation funds from an equity perspective. Kalikasan paints a 
portrait of a country whose government has little valuation of human rights, while prioritizing 
security and equity for financial and industry gain, through issuance of mining permits or 
changing its position in climate talks for deep and early emission cuts by the developed world 
(by dropping a key negotiator in global policy known for such).  
Documentation of an alternative policy discourse regarding a post-Kyoto Protocol framework 
was seen to have emerged in this research, particularly reformist and radical “Civic 
Environmentalism” discourse that supports rights-based intergenerational equity and human 
security in activist blogs and the online Philippine newspaper. Notably, a long-run and 
‘human’ face to climate change, necessitating ethical responsibility by high-emitting countries 
like the U.S., while highlighting civil society’s role to address climate change ahead of 
governments may have been de-emphasized within NYT, a socially-relevant representative of 
U.S. mainstream news reporting. Such alternative climate discourse is an emerging 
commonality between mainstream online news in the Philippines and civil society blog 
reports, likely exhibiting effects related to geopolitics by affiliated media sources (or 
expressions of solidarity to the minor voices within geopolitics as seen in the American 









CHAPTER 6 Conclusions and Discussions 
 
This research project set out to understand the association between media source context and 
the emergence of alternative reporting examined in the case issue, climate change policy. The 
first chapter of the thesis discussed the manner in which both dominant and peripheral social 
construction of issues are determined by grounded interactions between an issue actor’s 
contextual affiliation, and discourse, and within media studies, by interaction between a 
media source’s production context, mode and media content. The succeeding chapters 
discussed the conceptual and analytical frameworks in issue framing literature pertinent to the 
case issue on reporting climate change, and how alternative media framing can be a helpful 
conceptual and analytical lens for issue construction.  
By applying alternative media framing as a key component which shapes alternative media, 
further chapters discussed the manner in which oppositional geopolitics and stakeholder 
affiliation of media sources are issue-specific contingencies associated with significantly 
different media framing and issue discourses. Comparative analysis of the case study’s 
alternative framing in the next chapter illustrated the media sources’ dominant and alternative 
issue perspectives, prefaced by their opposing stakeholder and geopolitical affiliations.  
This section will summarize the findings and discuss the implications to conclude the analysis. 
Theoretically, this research contributed to re-conceptualize alternative media by connecting 
key components: the alternative contexts that shape the resultant alternative issue frames and 
discourse within media content. Empirically, this research provided opportunity to 
systematically examine how the alternativeness of media sources’ context may be associated 
with the alternativeness of the media content through relational framing analysis, itself as a 
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necessary component to ascertain overall media alternativeness. The value and limitations of 
the contextually empirical media framing case study used will also be discussed below. 
 
6.1 Summary of Findings and Discussion 
The thesis proposes a conceptual congruence of alternative media context, with necessary 
alternative content in determining alternative media, uncovered through alternative media 
framing. It explored the manner that media source alternativeness is associated fundamentally 
with alternative visions of the issue, as the core content which resists dominant representation 
by prominent media producers (Bailey, Camaerts & Carpentier, 2008). It had built on 
previous conceptualization of media alternativeness focused on media source practice evident 
through a medium’s political economy, organization modes, production formats (Atton, 
2004/2008; Bailey et al., 2008; Downing, 2008; Lee, 2007) that can account for but not 
sufficiently explain the dynamic praxis-product link between alternative media producers and 
the alternativeness of their media content. 
Media framing analysis across alternative media source contexts reveals the patchwork of 
attempts by different interest groups to reproduce and resist particular issue perspectives 
(Atton, 2004; Kenix, 2008a). Since framing of issues through the lens of diverse media 
sources, particularly mainstream and alternative media is crucial in exploring an issue’s 
alternative representations, the contextual factors that enable the salience of alternative 
framing of issue dimensions to emerge, can contribute to the findings’ meaningfulness. Such 
divergent perspectives may provide value for more multi-dimensional public understanding of 




The results found alternative geopolitical context for the case issue, a compelling factor 
between media source’s alternative framing of media content and alternative policy 
discourses. Findings showed that while citizen-oriented discourses of activist blogs were 
identified to be minimally different, their constructions of further alternative versions of the 
“Civic Environmentalism” discourse—the reformist and the radical one respectively—were 
grounded in affiliations with pro-developing country issue geopolitics, rather than state-based 
positions. In addition, while newspapers of record were similar in terms of media production 
mode, their content exhibited fundamentally different discourse; one was associated with pro-
developed country issue geopolitics and exhibited “Ecological Modernization” discourse in 
media content, and the other was associated with pro-developing country issue geopolitics 
and exhibited alternative reform-oriented “Civic Environmentalism” discourse in its content. 
As such, the research found that alternativeness of media content discourse is indicative of 
alternative social perceptions of the case issue by actors, aided by but not necessarily rendered 
alternative by diversified online production formats.  
The manner in which issue politics (in this case geopolitics for the global issue) can supercede 
salience of similar media production modes as a strong indicator of media alternativeness is 
relevant for studies across other issues. Given other contested global issues, media 
alternativeness through alternative framing may be defined very contextually, in this case of 
climate change, in terms of issue geopolitics rather than state-based affiliations in Kenix 
(2008a/b).  
The opportunity to understand more broadly how alternative media arises within differing 
media production contexts is possible when the finer-toothed comb approach presented by 
alternative stakeholder framing analysis is applied in this study. In this research project, 
stakeholder roles refer to the specifically contextual opposing roles within the case issue that 
media sources are affiliated with. The issue-specific stakeholder division of media sources 
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between prominent and peripheral media producers in climate change policy is associated 
with differing media production mode, political economy and format arising from specific 
media production affiliations and contexts. In the case issue of climate change, particular 
divisions among media sources and their respective stakeholder associations are identified—
between mainstream media-producing stakeholders in the issue, the official press dispatching 
climate change reporting to mainstream media, and alternative media-producing stakeholders 
in the issue, the civil society representatives creating their own media to report about climate 
change on-goings. This holistic perspective of oppositional stakeholder roles adds a 
contextual, issue-specific dimension that previous studies within national media systems had 
not acknowledged (Kenix, 2008a/b) inasmuch as stakeholder affiliation within an issue can 
enable varying degrees of access and privilege for creators of media. While this demarcation 
between prescribed stakeholder roles may vary from issue to issue, media producers may 
likely face varied levels of resource, privilege and responsibility when affiliated with 
sufficiently divergent stakeholder roles within a specific issue. Hence, an expanded meaning 
of stakeholder role for this project suggests that corresponding material limits in media 
production can be afforded by a media source’s affiliation to a sufficiently dominant issue-
stakeholder group as opposed to another alternative issue-stakeholder group.  
While issue reporting is empirically illustrated in this research as being shaped more strongly 
by affiliation to issue geopolitical positions, the project’s results indicate framing by 
affiliation to issue-stakeholders group can uncover reproduction and resistance of issue 
discourse within national media systems. As such alternative stakeholder roles within the case 
issue can also contribute to a better understanding of the emergence of complementary points 
of media content alternativeness; it can also provide insight into the dynamic re-positioning of 
alternative frames against a dominant source by alternative stakeholders relevant to the issue. 
The sensitivity of mapping alternative stakeholder roles may enable issue-specific alternative 
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media content to emerge and address gradient deficiencies of limited perspective within 
mainstream media content.  This specific finding and approach can be broadened across 
various issues through a framing analysis of alternative stakeholder discourse. The strength of 
this approach is in its ability to extend implications of issue geopolitics on alternative media, 
however when used exclusively as a mode of analysis would have provided incongruous 
outcomes with the incomplete matching of alternative media source context and production 
mode to alternative framing and discourse of its content. 
Categorically, the findings here are significant and should be assessed in light of their 
relevance as counterpoint to work by on media framing of climate change, which on the 
contrary shows national media systems, rather than issue geopolitics or issue stakeholder 
affiliation have been the primarily source of alternative media source context. It is likely that 
previous alternative media scholars conceptualized the nature of media alternativeness within 
territorial contexts, such as national systems, rather than transnational contexts as in this case. 
Under national media systems, shared structures and institutions are more tangible in their 
influence, especially in their servicing of domestic audiences, than any globalized media 
system which have diversified audiences. These shared landmarks within national territories 
hinge upon a common base such as readership profile or even language upon which 
differences can be more easily discernable across national media systems. Thus, issue framing 
across alternative stakeholder affiliations exhibits greater complementarities across 
mainstream and alternative sources within one geopolitical context.  
Future issue framing studies can benefit from the analysis and methods used in this research 
project that highlights how global and transnational issues may have contextually relevant 




However, the study outcomes are not only limited to assessing the manner in which an issue 
is alternatively constructed by media producers with alternative affiliations. It is possible to 
consider these findings as these extend theoretically to build a case for further exploration of 
more holistic approaches to understand media alternativeness as a concept in media studies. A 
key conceptual definition arising from this research project proposes that alternativeness of 
media format, carrier or vehicle is an outcome of alternative context, and should be able to 
satisfy a necessary condition for media alternativeness in the realm of counter-hegemonic 
vision. Moreover alternativeness of media content on the level of framing necessarily 
constitutes media alternativeness; this conceptualization more completely charts relative 
dominance and marginalized discourse and its mapping with alternative media production 
within a contextual issue case. The approach to conceptualize media alternative as described 
in this project is able to render a more complete picture in its contextual mapping of the issue 
framing and media source dynamics. This project also speaks to framing theory, by 
additionally emphasizing how understanding the empirically rich media source context in 
framing alternatively is a critical aspect to understanding the nature of differential media 
content frames. Had there been an exclusive and limited focus on alternative framing from 
differing stakeholder roles only or from different media modes of production and formats (as 
in previous case study approaches), key issue dynamics in alternative media source discourse 
would have been left unexamined, and unaccounted for. 
In addition further understanding of media alternativeness across other time periods, global 
media events and related issues, can be enhanced through the methodological approach of 
alternative framing used in this study. A key methodological contribution of this project 
indicates how media source and issue context plays a role in providing a framework to study 
alternative media frames. The method towards generating the contextually-relevant coding 
frame in this study benefits framing theory by providing a manner of contextually 
categorizing issue-specific media frames.  Specifically, the research’s identification of 
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normative frames is proposed be a useful tool in future studies on issue construction to 
explore evaluations and interpretations of risks and responsibility within a contentious issue. 
Such tool can enable examination of global issues with more depth even if the outcomes may 
not necessary be replicable. As a tool for content analysis, such frames evaluated within a 
case study method will also aid in more sensitive detection between norms and solutions to 
issues being associated, particularly when comparing alternative stakeholder context. This 
holistic methodology provides a more robust and systematic approach to conducting framing 
analysis of media alternativeness, in that it is able to link alternative media source practice, 
alternative media frames and ultimately alternative media discourse. 
For pragmatic media producers trying to influence public perception about an issue within 
national or global contexts, this content analysis tool can aid their framing efforts can be 
strategically defined to be alternative insofar as affiliations, practices, and frames in content 
are alternative visions to mapped dominant global discourse on climate change. 
 
6.2 Limitations and Recommendations for Future Work 
The research project was designed to explore the alternative nature of mediation of one global 
issue by matching differing sources and with differing frames, and ultimately alternative 
media sources with content through use of a case study. However, the use of case study 
methodology has inherent limitations. One potential limitation of the case study approach, 
often in alternative media literature, focused on how case studies are not replicable research, 
by opting for contextual data that is largely descriptive in nature (Atton, 2002). This narrow 
focus on a particular case study, the issue, the time frame and the media sources, makes the 
selection of the case study dimensions itself particularly critical in the analysis of such 
empirical specificity. Generating a socially-relevant sample of media sources under case 
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study method possess risk for researcher’s subjectivity not only in the selection, but also in 
data interpretation, analysis and evaluation of the research.  
This case study holds a potential risk of relying on few media sources as a basis for 
extrapolation to a particular context. The four media sources selected for this research present 
shortcomings in their selection. First, selecting one mainstream press for each country as a 
standalone representative for mainstream climate change coverage belies the challenges 
within case study sampling. While it can be said that the New York Times and Philippine 
Daily Inquirer represent elite press outlets in their respective countries, there are numerous 
other mainstream newspapers online which may possess similar production mode, format, 
political economy from U.S. and Philippines that were not covered in the case study selection 
for media sources. Further, each of these mainstream press are in themselves of a particular 
ideological tradition in their context –such as how the New York Times and Philippine Daily 
Inquirer may largely represent ideologically liberal rather than ideologically conservative 
mainstream press discourse on climate change. As such, it is more precise to assume that the 
identified discourse and issue framing within New York Times and Philippine Daily Inquirer 
is that of a liberal mainstream press. While qualifying the ideology associated with each 
media source, it must also be said that the mainstream media sources selected may not 
necessarily represent the entire sector of mainstream press in each respective country.  
Further, selecting alternative media associated with civil society stakeholder roles also belies 
potential shortcomings in the case study research. While there may be a multitude of civil 
society blogs in the context of the time period and policy event selected for the case, that may 
possess similar production mode, format, political economy from U.S. and Philippines 
reporting on the issue, these may hold differing frames and discourses from one another given 
their ideological inclinations. The fragmented and diverse definition of civil society 
participants online and offline within the issue’s policy process can be attributed to the 
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recognized stakeholder list within the climate change convention itself to include a wide 
variety of stakeholders ranging from press, trade, business, research, non-profits, non-
governmental, women, indigenous and youth organizations. Youth organizations were the 
only stakeholder group that was not formally accepted by the convention during the time 
period sampled, hence affiliated media source can be viewed as having the likeliest peripheral 
stakeholder role affiliation in that specific context. While affiliation to probationary youth 
stakeholder role was considered the most likely alternative issue-stakeholder position, the 
activist blogs It’s Getting Hot in Here and Kalikasan may not be able to stand for all 
alternative media sources in the U.S. and Philippines in civil society online space; these 
alternative sources selected can at best provide an indication of alternative context and issue 
position visasvis the dominant context and issue position. In order to reduce such risk of 
oversimplification discussed, media sources that were suitably alternative according to media 
source affiliations were selected for the study, and thereby possess limitations if there is intent 
to extend examination of these media sources across other issues in terms of exact replication.  
In addition, the time period selected for this research project may present a bias towards 
situational opposing viewpoints surrounding the policy event under content and discourse 
analysis, the Copenhagen Summit in 2009.  Most studies remove the sampling bias in data 
through a broader and more randomized effort to select an appropriate time period instead of 
defining a case time period, lest the study be viewed as conveniently cherry-picking content 
for analysis. While the purposive selection of the time period in this case study research can 
provide sufficient context for salient alternative discourse surrounding the issue to emerge, it 
cannot be certain that such alternativeness would similarly emerge in media content given 
another time period selected due to purposive sampling bias. In addition, it is also uncertain 
that when compared other policy events during different years, such as with the recent Durban 
Summit in 2011, similar patterns of alternativeness in media content would emerge. Hence 
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given a sampling outside of the time period associated with the policy event, alternativeness 
of media content may be less salient among the particular media resources selected. 
While media framing studies in the literature are mutually exclusive in their mainly 
quantitative or qualitative methods, the use of both quantitative and qualitative framing and 
discourse analysis demonstrated by Kenix (2008 a/b) as an effort at uncovering both present 
and latent representations of a case study issue in media content is relevant to this study. At 
the same time, the use of case study with mixed methods may not be considered as robust as 
adopting only one methodological tradition. In line with Kenix’s work to generate a suitable 
case study of media source, this study generated indicators of what exists diametrically 
among climate information sources given specific empirically-grounded contexts to generate 
the socially-relevant case based on alternative geopolitics and stakeholder role. This approach 
is limited such that findings cannot be generalizable across all types of climate change 
reporting of similar media source type, country affiliation, issue coverage and time period.  
 
While the research project is able to associate media alternativeness as an association between 
alternative media source issue context with alternative content, a key area that would make 
the study more holistic in its approach would be to document the role that alternative practice 
contributes to picture. Through the study of textual data, the findings are unable to associate 
material contexts of media sources to the media practices they undertake that are sufficiently 
alternative. In addition, while textual analysis can link media source context in relation to the 
creation of identifiably alternative media content, which in turn yields insight into alternative 
issue discourse, the approached used in this study cannot as yet account for the manner in 
which this discourse was shaped by alternative media practices.  
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Despite its limitations, the study is however able to chart potential risks, questions and 
exploratory findings regarding the nature of alternative media in global issues that have 
emerged through this thesis. The study’s major finding regarding the necessity of alternatively 
framed media content as an integral component of alternative media, point to opportunities 
for further work that add to the literature. Where alternative media framing can be further 
used as both conceptual and analytical approach, extensions of this research may be 
undertaken in future work to address current limitations of this study.  
Specific recommendations are intended to address the case study methodology’s limitations 
and uncertainties particularly in its use of case study methodology and mixed methods. 
Recommendations include to extend sampling longitudinally through use of a time series 
across a more systematic time sampling or to extend media source sampling across more 
media sources and cultural contexts in terms of quantitative analysis.  
Further, it is proposed that to systematically chart the manner in which media alternativeness 
is expressed, one would use an approach that can document how a dominant or alternative 
material context provides certain conditions upon media producers, which manifests itself in 
the reproduction or resistance of dominant media creation practices, and ultimately has 
implications on the nature of media content created, and the inherent mainstream or 
alternative discourses perpetuated within the content. Therefore, while textual analysis such 
as content analysis and discourse analysis are helpful methods, triangulation with other 
research methods is also recommended as another opportunity to provided greater contextual 
depth and insight into how alternative contextual circumstance shapes media practice, and 
how this practice can be related to shaping media content products. As such, conducting 
extensive ethnographic interviews with media producers to probe context-specific media 
practices meaningfully would be a helpful effort for future research, in addition to conducting 
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Appendix I. Code Book 
The purpose of coding is to investigate how the issue of climate change is framed in online 
news media sources to identify alternative framing. The coding unit will be the line of text (of 
newspaper article or blog post), while the unit of analysis was the article or post itself. The 
coding process is undertaken by coding the type of code by determining the presence of the 
first-level and second-level frames of each line. Multiple codes from can be applied to each 
line, but each unique code can only be counted once for a whole article. 
Coding Categories and Definitions 
In order to examine the presence of the three general discourses constituting climate change 
policy, the project investigates three broad categories constructing the issue: impact of climate 
change as a global issue, and the corresponding representation of issue risk; normative ethical 
frames from the issue; and the policy element frames to respond to the issue.  Each category 
is further divided into sub-categories of frames. 
1. Causes, Impact Assessment and Risk Representation of Climate Change 
Scientific/Technical Uncertainty of Climate Change as a Global Issue  This category 
includes stories regarding the scientific claims regarding the issue of climate change, as it 
pertains to the causes and risk promotion of scientific knowledge. Sub-categories included 
under this category are “Science suggests the problem a real risk,” “Science is uncertain about 
issue,” “Science suggests not a real risk,” “No Mention of Science.” 
1.1.1. Science suggests the problem a real risk. This category includes articles that 
include claims that there is scientific evidence that global warming exists with or 
without mentioning that the cause is concentration of greenhouse gases in the 
atmosphere produced by human activities 
1.1.2. Science is uncertain about the problem. This category includes articles that 
exhibit claims that science is uncertain or has no satisfying conclusion about whether 
global warming is due to natural fluctuation or caused by human activities.  
1.1.3. Science suggests the problem not a real risk. This category includes articles 
with  arguments that there is no scientific evidence that global warming is a real risk; 
(2) Climate change has nothing to do with human activities; (3) It may be a good 
thing to agriculture and other aspects of human life.  
1.1.4. No Mention of Science. This category includes stories which do not carry any 
mention of information, evidence, knowledge or claims regarding the science of 
climate change. 
Consequences/Impacts of Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes stories 
which use the environmental and human impacts of climate change and the identification of 
an impacted party/stakeholder to illustrate the symptoms and consequences of climate change. 
1.1.5. Environmental Impacts This category includes stories that use environmental 
(nature/biological) impacts to illustrate symptoms and consequences of climate 
change. The following types of impacts are considered part of this second level 
category in order to provide guidance to coders. 
Weather events This category includes stories that indicate atmospheric 
conditions such as weather, related patterns of predictability, as an 
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environmental impact of climate change. For example, “A heat wave has 
arrive, it is unnaturally hottest summer.”  
Biodiversity This category includes stories related to plant and animal 
species that are affected by climate change in various environments such as 
forests, oceans, etc. For example, “Migration of animal species has occurred 
due to climate change.” For example, “Extinction of plant species has 
occurred due to increasing temperatures.” 
Sea-level Rise This category includes stories related to the rise of sea-levels 
due to the climate change (and melting of polar ice), which shortens coastal 
land areas. For example, “Coastlines have retreated and island surface areas 
have shrunk due to climate change.” 
Mudslides This category includes stories regarding land instability and 
landslides, mudslides attributed to climate impacts. For example, “A 
mudslide took place in the area.” 
Flooding This category includes stories regarding the outcome of excessive 
rains as a result of climate change, such as through riverbeds flooding over or 
urban areas being unable to manage drainage. For example, “Flooding of 
urban areas like city streets has been an issue due to flash floods caused by 
climate change.” 
Drying of water supplies This category includes stories regarding the loss of 
available water supplies as an impact of climate change (such as due to 
salination or saltwater intrusion, excessive drought, etc.). For example, 
“Salination of fresh water and easily exhaustable groundwater stores due to 
climate change has been a major issue.” 
Disasters This category includes stories regarding the onset of natural 
disaster portrayed to be a consequence of climate change. For example, 
“Some laymen consider the Asian tsunami to be a consequence of climate 
change.” 
Melting Ice This category includes stories regarding the melting of snowcaps, 
glaciers in Northern and Southern poles as an environmental impact of 
climate change. For example, “Glaciers in mountains or polar ice caps 
melting, enabling flash floods in mountains in Himalayas.” 
1.1.6. Human Impact This category includes stories that focus on a personal 
narrative to illustrate the impact/outcomes of climate change as it affects various 
aspects of human life. . The following types of impacts are considered part of this 
second level category in order to provide guidance to coders. 
Food/Water Security This category includes stories regarding climate 
change impacts on quality or quantity of human food or water supplies for 
people’s sustenance. An example of food security impact frame, “Agriculture 
and crops to eat or for livelihood are now being affected due to global 
warming.” An example of water security impact frame, “Salination of 
freshwater resources make it difficult for people to drink clean freshwater.” 
Displacement/Homelessness/Migration This category includes stories that 
refer to person’s physical displacement from their home land due to climate 
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change, such as through homelessness, forced evacuation of inhabitants due 
to environmental impacts of climate change, among others. For example, 
“Environmental refugees from small islands are expected to lose their homes 
as coastlines shrink.” Another example is “Resettlement area should be 
determined to accommodate those who will lose their homes.” 
Health This category includes stories referring to person’s health due to 
climate change, such as the increase of disease-carrying insects or the greater 
incidence of illness attributable to climate changes. For example, “Dengue 
fever and vector-borne diseases, such as those by mosquitoes are on the rise 
due to the climate change.” 
Life/Death (Survival) This category includes stories that refer people’s 
survival, or the threats of loss of life/death due to the impact of climate 
change. For example, “Climate change threatens the very survival of island 
nations and other impacted communities.” Another example is “Heat wave 
has killed humans in summer.” 
Rising Energy This category includes stories that refer to economic or 
income impacts of higher energy prices on consumers. For example, “Price of 
electricity will definitely affect energy consumers due to climate accord.” 
Poverty This category includes stories that refer to economic or income 
impacts to low-income, economically-vulnerable persons due to climate 
change impacts, particularly affecting the quality of natural-resource 
dependent livelihoods. For example, “Poor will become poorer as climate 
change affects their livelihood, income sources that depend on coastlines or 
food security.” 
1.1.7 No Mention of Impacts This category includes stories which do not carry any 
mention of climate change impacts that affect environment, biological life or human 
activities and sustainability. 
Risks of Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes stories with specific 
perspectives of the risks associated with the issue of climate change. Usually construction of 
risk perspectives is due to the perception of how grave the issue’s impacts are and the 
likelihood of the impacted party’s exposure to negative impacts. 
1.2.1. Risk to Justice This category includes stories that frame the issue’s 
environmental and human impacts, policy options and process to manage climate 
change as unjust for particular sectors of society, especially if certain principles such 
as their human rights are ignored or not honoured. For example, “We must fight for 
climate justice and include voices that have not had a chance to be heard.” 
1.2. 2. Risk to Equity This category includes stories that frame access, rights, 
responsibilities and benefits/costs of managing climate change issue as bearing the 
risk of unevenly distributed, leaving out others while privileging others. For example, 
“Rights and responsibilities of states and sectors should be equitably distributed.” 
1.2.3. Risk to Security This category includes stories that frame the issue of climate 
change as critical due to its potential risk to human security in terms of basic needs 
and future sustainability. For example, “It is a concern that our future shelter or food 
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storages may be affected due to climate change, therefore it is in the interest of 
human security to address the issue.”  
1.2.4. Risk to Reputation This category includes stories that frame the issue of 
climate change as a critical opportunity for geo-political leadership among parties 
such as countries, sectors, and stakeholders to act responsibly, at the risk of 
reputational loss on the public stage. For example, “At the risk of seeming like the 
laggard country, the United States must salvage its reputation as a global economic 
power by leading by example on climate policy.” 
1.2.5 No Mention of Type of Risk This category includes stories that do not mention 
risks of any type at all. 
Identified Affected Parties (At-Risk) due to Climate Change as a Global Issue This 
category includes stories which identify a specific human party in the issue is identified to be 
impacted upon by climate change.   
1.2.6. Developed country This category includes stories which identify any of the 
countries listed as Annex I countries in UNFCCC as the party impacted upon by 
climate change. For example, “Australia has experienced a terrible drought due to 
climate change.” 
1.2.7. Developing country This category includes stories which identify any of the 
countries listed as Non-Annex I countries in UNFCCC as the party impacted upon by 
climate change. For example, “Maldives and Kiribati in South Asia and the Pacific 
are identified as the vulnerable countries who will suffer the devastating effects of 
climate change.” 
1.2.8. Vulnerable group This category includes stories which identify a particular 
stakeholders groups (without being geographically specific) that are greatly affected 
by climate change impacts such as indigenous people, children, youth, disabled, 
migrants, homeless, etc. For example, “Climate change threatens indigenous people, 
especially due to land-use change.” 
1.2.9. No Mention of Affected Party This category includes stories with no mention 
of any human party impacted, at-risk by climate change impacts. 
2. Ethical and Normative Elements of Climate Change 
Moral/Ethical Evaluation of Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes 
frames that provide an ethical argument to the norms of a climate policy regime. By 
suggesting who should take, which action, this category includes normative critiques of 
potential and actual decisions to address the issue of climate change; reports of parties’ 
conflicts of interest in terms of the burden of responsibility are identified. It is also includes 
the criticism, in light of unaccountability, lack of transparency, immorality or scandal by 
parties.  
2.1.1. Moral obligation (Kantian) This category includes normative claims that the 
burdens of addressing climate change have to differentiated among stakeholders in 
terms of time perspective and generational differences. The leadership imperative to 
address the issue falls to the current generation from various sectors, irrespective of 
country, as the long-term nature of issue of climate change will have negative impacts 
largely on future generations of stakeholders while positive impacts are inequitably 
enjoyed by current generations as an element of arguments for intergenerational 
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equity. For example, “We have to safeguard our climate because our future 
generations deserve to inherit a safe world.” For example, “Policy options should be 
geared towards results our children will inherit.” 
2.1.2. Equal burden of all (Benthamide) This category includes normative claims 
that parties (whether country, sector, stakeholder group) should take action to curb 
climate change due to a moral, deontological responsibility to protect the climate for 
its innate value. It implies parties should be criticized for not taking action because it 
is abandoning its moral responsibility. For example, “All countries should ratify the 
Kyoto Protocol before the UNCCC in Copenhagen 2009, no matter if you are a 
developing or a developed country.” For example, “We will not ratify the Kyoto 
Protocol unless countries like India and China will not be treated as an Annex I 
country with related emissions limits.” For example, “Present and future generations 
share equal burden to address climate change, so there is no point for current 
generations to bear the costs of capping energy use and domestic growth.” 
2.1.3. Differentiated responsibility (Rawlsian) This category includes normative 
claims that parties (whether country, sector, stakeholder group) have differentiated 
capabilities and therefore responsibilities to address climate change, due to historical, 
economic, developmental reasons (favouring the poor). It implies parties which had 
greater levels of historic emissions have the greater responsibility to cap their 
emissions in the present time, as they had exceeded their share of emissions to attain 
current levels of development. Conversely, it implies parties with low-levels of 
development or low capacities should be less burdened to address climate change. For 
example, “Each country at his own level of development has the right to 
sustainability so those already developed countries with historic emissions have the 
greater responsibility to cap their emissions. Those who are developing countries will 
not need to be pressured into signing emission targets.” For example, “Developed 
countries should contribute to support an adaptation fund for the developing and 
vulnerable countries to draw upon in times of climate related disaster.” For example, 
Development countries can support technology transfer, receive emission credits for 
carbon offset projects or aforestration efforts in developing countries.” 
2.1.4. No Mention of Ethics This category includes stories with no mention of any 
moral, ethical or normative arguments to resolve, treat or respond to the global issue 
of climate change by any party. 
Public Accountability for Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes stories 
which refer to a particular party to whom there are attributions of public responsibility (and 
conversely irresponsibility) and obligation to address the issue of climate change. These 
sectors may include: Government, Media, Academe/Scientists, Business, NGO’s/IGO’s, 
International Organizations like the UN bodies. 
2.2.1. Government Accountability This category includes attribution of 
responsibility to individual or collective members representing states in official 
capacity, such as from executive, legislative, judicial branches of states, including 
local government or documents released by government organizations, particularly as 
related to negotiations in international conventions, use of policy and legal tools to 
address climate change such as subsidies and taxes, financing development aid for 
climate adaptation, among other governmental activities. For example, “The delegate 




2.2.2. Media Accountability This category includes attribution of responsibility to 
individual or collective members of the mainstream media such as reporters, 
newspapers, TV / radio broadcast, wire services, particularly as related to developing 
news coverage, generating publicity and awareness on climate change issue, among 
other media activities.  “The media is spreading much misinformation about the issue 
of climate change in Japan; it is imperative that media become more responsible in 
reporting about climate change.” 
2.2.3. Academe/Scientist Accountability This category includes attribution of 
responsibility to individual or collective members of academe or scientific 
communities (without academic titles) such as the research institutes, universities, 
laboratories which may or may not be related to non-profit institutions or government, 
particularly as related to developing scientific finds, disseminating of research on 
address the climate issue, among other academic and scientific activities. For example, 
“The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and its scientists have 
come under threat for errors, the scientific community should be more vigilant about 
disseminating reports with contentious findings.”  
2.2.4. Business Accountability This category includes attribution of responsibility to 
individual or collective members of business, corporate or industry associations, 
particularly as related to job-creation, technological-solutions, financing and other 
business activities. For example, “Business in the field of renewable energies is one 
of the transforming factors in the climate change debate, particularly voluntary 
schemes where an emissions cap is not mandated.” 
2.2.5. NGOs Accountability This category includes attribution of responsibility to 
individual or collective members of non-governmental, non-profit, non-formal 
organizations operating locally, nationally or internationally within civil society to 
address the issue of climate change. For example, “Greenpeace has provided a recent 
report on the wastage of electricity in homes that is compelling enough to make one 
think twice about contributing to man-made climate change through careless energy-
usage.” 
2.2.6. IGOs / IOs  Accountability This category includes attribution of responsibility 
to individual or collective members of international organizations such as United 
Nations agencies or the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
or international governmental organizations like the European Union to address 
climate change. For example, “There is much pressure on Ban Ki Moon and his 
leadership at the United Nations to  generate a global agreement on climate change in 
the coming climate change talks.” 
2.2.7. All Accountable Parties This category includes stories which identify all 
stakeholders being accountable to address the issue of climate change in either similar 
or varying degrees of responsibility. For example, “All citizens in society should have 
some responsibility for climate change, and addressing it.” 
2.2.8. No Mention of Parties’ Accountability This category includes stories which 
do not identify any stakeholders as a party who is responsible or accountable for 
addressing the issue of climate change. 
Conflict Between Parties within Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes 
stories with any description, analysis or examination of the machinations between opposing 
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sides of an issue, the source of divisiveness or controversy, and the polarization of 
stakeholders’ positions of the issue of climate change into “us” vs. “them” perspective.  
2.2.9. Conflict between Dev't vs. Developing Countries This category includes 
stories which polarize the role or positions of developed vs. developing countries, or 
the particular negotiation blocs of Annex I and non-Annex I countries (in the context 
of the UNFCCC) such as the AOSIS and G77 representing Developing Countries, 
and OPEC, Annex I countries representing Developed Countries.  This refers to the 
roles, policy positions and arguments of the particular blocs that are identified relative 
to the counterarguments of the other party, including portrayals of controversy and 
divisiveness. For example, “The Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS) criticized 
other countries for not realizing that the climate adaptation fund could prevent 
“murder” of helpless citizens from climate impacts.” For example, “The donor 
countries responded that the climate adaptation fund had to be regulated in order to 
prevent any unscrupulous use by the receiving developing states.” 
2.2.10. Conflict between Specific Country/Countries This category includes stories 
which polarize the role or positions of particular countries with other specific 
countries, with main focus of the opposition to single out states that serve as a critical 
antagonist or opposition to others. For example, “Australia and the U.S. still have not 
ratified the Kyoto Protocol.” For example, “ U.S. blocked the talks at Poznan.” 
2.2.11. Conflict between Business vs. Government  This category include stories 
which polarize the role or positions of business, corporate or industry sector with that 
of state interests or positions on climate change policy. For example, “Energy sector 
lobbyists assailed the proposal of the European Union.” 
2.2.12. Conflict between NGOs/Activists vs. Government This category includes 
stories which polarize activists from local, national or international non-profit, non-
government and non-formal organizations with that of state interests or positions on 
climate policy, illustrating opposition between the two stakeholders. For example, 
“Greenpeace rallied against German Minister. Write to your PM Gordon Brown that 
you want a clean energy future.” 
2.2.13. Conflict between NGOs/Activists vs. Business This category includes 
stories which polarize activists from for-profit, industry-affiliated activity and 
organizations with represent business interests or positions on climate policy, 
illustrating opposition between the two stakeholders. For example, “A sit-in to protest 
building of dirty coal power plant in Minnesota was stage to a peaceful outcome but 
business managers refused to discuss the implications on their future permits.” 
2.2.14. Conflict between Academe/Science vs. Government This category includes 
stories which place opposition the academic and scientific community and their 
members against state and its official representatives in various branches of 
government in terms of positions on the issue of climate change. For example, 
“Scientists believe solutions of a more technical nature are needed to address climate 
change than states are willing to pledge.” 
2.2.15. Conflict between IOs  vs. Government  This category includes stories which 
place International Organizations such as the United Nations agencies like United 
Nations Environment Programme and its official representatives in opposition to 
positions and roles of states and its official representatives in terms of climate change 
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policy. For example, “Contrary to the call of the UNFCCC Chief, Yvo de Boer, the 
United States still insists on carbon sequestering as a policy option.” 
2.2.16. Conflict between Marginalized Group vs. Majority Group of 
Stakeholders This category includes opposition between marginal groups and 
majority group of stakeholders in the climate change issue. For example, “Indigenous 
people need to be heard on the aforestration issues related to climate change, however 
no standard representation of them is available within the UNFCCC process where 
largely government officials are in attendance.” For example, “AOSIS states consider 
that survival of peoples is the vision missing from the current direction of the climate 
talks led by the Annex I countries as well as powerful countries and voting blocs like 
OPEC.” 
2.2.17. Conflict between Present (Older) Generation vs. Future (Young) 
Generation This category includes opposition between generations of stakeholders 
across a time perspective, such as between older or current generation and young 
people. For example, “Young people deserve to be heard as a stakeholder in climate 
change talks in Poznan, however we need to be accredited by our own observer 
organizations as ENGO’s (Environmental NGO’s).” 
2.2.18. No Mention of Conflict This category includes stories with no mention of 
controversial parties, and where no oppositions between parties are drawn.  
3. Policy and Action Elements of Climate Change 
Time Perspective of Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes stories that 
mention time in terms of perceptions of scale or urgency, trade-offs between present and 
future as well long-run vs. short-run orientation of actions, solutions and policy options to 
address climate change. 
3.1.1. Time Perspective (Long-Term) This category includes stories with climate 
change policy or action options that distinguish between short-term / long-term gains 
and the corresponding time perspective. The Devil’s Pact is another expression of this 
frame when decisions favouring the short-term gains in the present time period are 
justified at the cost of the long-term (and expectedly larger) impacts in the future. For 
example, “The need to provide free carbon credits instead of auctioning them publicly 
at the onset of the new regime may allow industries who are expected to be 
economically affected, manage at the start so as not to retrench staff and other 
overhead costs, and plan for future investments in cleaner technology for later 
periods.” 
3.1.2. No Mention of Time Perspective This category includes stories that do not 
mention time, timeliness or perception of time in context of climate action, solutions 
or policy options. 
Economic Perspective of Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes stories 
with climate change policy or action options that discuss and analyze economic benefits, costs 
and prospects, as well as presenting options that weigh costs against benefits.   
3.2.1. Economic Prospects This category includes stories that discuss and analyze 
potential benefits related to economic investments and opportunities for climate 
change policy. For example, “The financial recession may create the opportunity for 
more energy-efficient technologies to become attractive, despite its initial higher 
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costs which were previously claimed to be the reason why climate-friendly 
technologies didn’t seem viable in markets.” 
3.2.2. Economic Impacts This category includes stories that discuss and analyze 
potential impacts of climate change policy on parts of economy such as investments, 
consumption, financial markets, labor markets, particular industries or national 
economies. For example, “Voluntary climate change regimes in California have been 
known to be driver of innovations in technology solutions due to the enabling 
environment.” 
3.2.3. Economic Costs This category includes stories that discuss and analyze the 
monetary costs related to the short-run implementation of climate change mitigation 
and adaptation policy and investment decisions, such as switching costs to cleaner 
technologies from dirty energy technologies like coal. For example, “The costs of an 
auction for emission permits are too high for industry to currently opt into the carbon 
emissions trading market.” 
3.2.4. No Mention of Economic Perspective This category includes stories that do 
not have any mention of economic prospects, impacts or costs. 
Political Perspectives on Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes stories 
which present the scope of climate change political governance system in the context of 
local/national, regional/continental, and global politics. 
3.3.1. National Politics This category includes stories which present governance of 
the issue of climate change from local or domestic politics such as state or country 
level representation on politics.  For example, “It is expected that the change in U.S. 
presidency from Bush to Obama may imply a more favourable environment for the 
passage of a national climate law.” 
3.3.2. Regional Politics This category includes stories which present governance of 
the issue of climate change from a regional perspective, such as a grouping of states 
and their international relations in geo-political blocks such as European Union (EU) 
or Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), or economic blocs such as the 
Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC).  For example, “A lot of expectation 
hinges on the European Commissions’ (EC) purported decision on its climate policy 
parallel to the global climate talks at the UNFCCC Conference of Parties in Poland.” 
3.3.3. Global Politics This category includes stories which present governance of the 
issue of climate change from a global perspective, via global policy platforms for 
states to negotiate like the United Nations Framework Convention of Climate Change 
(UNFCCC) and its related processes, and not just one particular group of countries. 
For example, “The national voluntary regimes and their respective outlooks are still 
incoherent since there is still no global agreement on climate change to replace the 
Kyoto Protocol proposed in 1997.” 
3.3.4. No Mention of Politics This category includes stories that do not mention any 
level of political governance for climate change issues. 
Action/Solution Perspectives for Climate Change as a Global Issue This category includes 
stories with frames which present action options to respond to and address the issue of climate 
change, and discusses what can be done to mitigate, adapt to or monitor climate change. 
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3.4.1. Personal Action This category includes stories which present actions that can 
be done by an individual members of society to address climate change such as run a 
project, join a campaign, send an email, fill a petition form. For example, “Join us, by 
sending an email to Angela Merkel, the German Chancellor, that we oppose the EU 
stance at the UNFCCC COP.” 
3.4.2. Collective Action This category includes stories which present public actions 
that can be done in a cooperative and collaborative manner to address climate change 
such as agree on a policy statement or platform across and among stakeholders or 
sectors, gather a consensus position by an industry association on voluntary low-
carbon technology adoption, stage a protest in the streets. For example, “ Different 
NGOs gathered at the sidelines of the UNFCCC COP 14 to protest the EU’s position.” 
For example, “An agreement post-Kyoto Regime must be undertaken by all countries 
gathered at the Copenhagen Climate Conference.” 
3.4.3. Policy Action This category includes stories which present a policy solution to 
the issue of climate change, in the context of governance mechanisms by and among 
states, such as intergovernmental processes, multi-stakeholder processes, which 
acknowledges only legitimated participation in decision-making among various levels 
of government. For example, “A lot of hopes ride on Copenhagen, especially in 
defining a post-Kyoto protocol policy framework for countries after 2012.” 
3.4.4. Science and Technology Action This category includes stories which present 
science and technological –oriented action options to the issue of climate change such 
as those options related to the development and introduction of new scientific 
solutions or technological inputs such as renewable energies. For example, 
“Technology transfer of clean, low-carbon technologies, especially renewable 
technologies and its financing seems to be the critical matter on the agenda.” 
3.4.5. No Mention of Action/Solution This category includes stories which do not 
















Definition of Terms 
Annex I countries In terms of the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change, the 
terms refers to industrialized countries (part of the Organisation for 
Economic Co-operation and Development or OECD) as well as states 





Normative claims that parties (whether country, sector, stakeholder 
group) should take action to curb climate change due to a moral, 
deontological responsibility to protect the climate for its innate value. It 
implies parties should be criticized for not taking action because it is 





It is a form of environmental discourse that considers democratic 
participation in decision-making, community-based reform and 
normative emphasis on environmental ethics as basis for policy 
responses. In its reformist perspective, the discourse can be seen as a 
form of multi-stakeholder inclusion within the triumvirate of state, 
industry and civil society within the development of policy responses. 
In its radical perspective, the discourse can reject the values of current 
institutions and institutional arrangements in favor of prioritizing 





It is a form of environmental discourse that considers an environmental 
readaptation of economic growth and industrial development, such that 
a win-win outcome for in the management of environment and 






It is a form of environmental discourse that considers the organized 
practices and techniques through which subjects and ecology, as 
biological life, are governed by the state, focused on expert-
constructions of rationality, policy centralization and rule-making 




Greenhouse gas within the atmosphere causes the greenhouse effort as 
it absorbs and emits radiation within the thermal infrared range. 
Excessive amounts of greenhouse gases such as water vapor, carbon 
dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, and ozone, was identified to be caused 





Normative claims that moral responsibility burdens of addressing 
climate change are absolute and should be honored among stakeholders 





In terms of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change, the term refers to developing countries, which are especially 





Normative claims that parties (whether country, sector, stakeholder 
group) have differentiated capabilities and therefore differentiated 
responsibilities to address climate change, due to historical, economic, 





Brundtland Commission defined this as development that "meets the 
needs of the present without compromising the ability of future 




United Nations Conference on Climate Change is the annual meeting 
conference of parties (states) under the United Nations Framework 




United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change refers to 
the 1992 global agreement to address the environmental issue of 





























Frames Krippendorff's Alpha 
Science suggests a real risk 0.925694444 
Science is uncertain about the issue 0.87030303 
Science suggests not a real risk 0.853021978 
No Mention of Science 0.824013158 
Environmental Impacts 0.775869292 
Human Impacts 0.874363992 
No Mention of Impacts 0.899624765 
Risk to Justice 0.859886512 
Risk to Equity 0.859886512 
Risk to Security 0.817094017 
Risk to Reputation 0.880713489 
No Mention of Type of Risk 0.888036275 
Risk to Developed Country 0.885152057 
Risk to Developing Country 0.953295504 
Risk to Vulnerable Group 0.924964937 
No Mention of Affected Party 0.775869292 
Moral Obligation 0.839097744 
Equal Burden 0.842647059 
Diff Respons  0.874363992 
No Ethics 1 
Govt Accountability 1 
Media Accountability 1 
Academe/Science Accountability 1 
Business Accountability 1 
NGO Accountability 1 
IO Accountability 0.924964937 
All Accountabilty 1 
No Mention of Parties' Accountability 1 
Devt vs Devping 1 
Specific vs Other C 0.955173858 
Biz vs Gov 0.904464286 














Activist vs Biz 1 
Academme vs Biz 1 
Academe/Science vs Govt 1 
IO's vs Govt 1 
Marginal vs Majority 1 
Older vs Younger 1 
No Conflict 1 
Time Perspective 1 
No Time Perspective 1 
Eco Propects 1 
Eco Impacts 1 
Eco Costs 1 
No Mention of Economic Perspective 1 
Natl Politics 1 
Regl Politics 1 
Global Politics 1 
No Politics 1 
Personal Action 1 
Collective Action 1 
Policy  1 
Sci & Tech 1 
No Soltn 1 
Average Statistic 0.948305577 
  
  
  
